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Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
COURTNEY New Case Filed - Other Claims 




Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
COURTNEY Filing: A - All initial civil case filings of any type not Michael J Griffin 
listed in categories B-H, or the other A listings 
below Paid by: Just Law Inc Receipt number: 
0000257 Dated: 1/14/2011 Amount: $88.00 
(Cashiers Check) For: Phh Mortagae, (plaintiff) 
COURTNEY Summons Issued Michael J Griffin 
COURTNEY Summons Issued Michael J Griffin 
COURTNEY Summons Issued Michael J Griffin 
HOLLIBAUGH Affidavit of Service Michael J Griffin 
HOLLIBAUGH Affidavit of Service Michael J Griffin 
CBAKER Motion For Service By Publication As To Charles Michael J Griffin 
Nickerson And Donna Nickerson 
CBAKER Affidavit In Support Of Motion FOr Service By Michael J Griffin 
Publication 
CBAKER Application For Entry Of Default RE: Knowlton & Michael J Griffin 
Miles PLLC And Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. 
CBAKER Affidavit Of Jason R. Rammell, ESQ. Michael J Griffin 
COURTNEY Order For Service By Publication Michael J Griffin 
COURTNEY Entry Of Default RE: Knowlton & Miles PLLC and Michael J Griffin 
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. 
COURTNEY Order Allowing Entry Of Default RE: Knowlton & Michael J Griffin 
Miles PLLC and Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. 
COURTNEY Notice Of Appearance Michael J Griffin 
COURTNEY Defendant: Nickerson, Charles Appearance John Michael J Griffin 
Charles Mitchell 
COURTNEY Defendant: Nickerson, Donna Appearance John Michael J Griffin 
Charles Mitchell 
COURTNEY Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Michael J Griffin 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Mitchell, 
John Charles (attorney for Nickerson, Charles) 
Receipt number: 0002108 Dated: 6/23/2011 
Amount: $58.00 (Cashiers Check) For: 
Nickerson, Charles (defendant) 
COURTNEY Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Michael J Griffin 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Nickerson, Charles Receipt number: 0002110 
Dated: 6/23/2011 Amount: $6.00 (Cashiers 
Check) 
CHRISTY Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Michael J Griffin 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Clark and Feeney Receipt number: 0002153 
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Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CBAKER Affidavit Of Publication 
CHRISTY Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson's 
Answer to Complaint 
CHRISTY Notice Of Service - Request for Discovery 
COURTNEY Hearing Scheduled (Scheduling Conference 
10/14/2011 09:30 AM) 
COURTNEY Order Setting Planning and Scheduling 
Conference, IRCP 16(b) 
COURTNEY Notice Of Intent To Appear Telephonically For 
10/14/2011 Hearing 
CHRISTY Court Minutes 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Scheduling Conference 
scheduled on 10/14/2011 09:30 AM: Continued 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Scheduling Conference 
12/16/2011 11 :30 AM) 
CHRISTY Default Judgment Entered Without Hearing -
against defendants: Knowlton & Miles, PLLC and 
Wells Fargo Bank N.A. - real property 
CHRISTY Civil Disposition entered for: Knowlton & Miles 
PIie,, Defendant; Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., 
Defendant; PHH Mortagae,, Plaintiff. Filing date: 
10/14/2011 
BARBIE Notice Of Service 
BARBIE Notice Of Hearing 
KCONNOR Notice Of Service 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Scheduling Conference 




Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
HOLLIBAUGH Motion For Leave To Amend Answer and Counter Michael J Griffin 
Claim 
HOLLIBAUGH Notice Of Hearing Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Telephonic Status Michael J Griffin 
Conference 02/03/2012 09:00 AM) 
CHRISTY Notice Of Hearing Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Amend Michael J Griffin 
01/06/2012 09:30 AM) 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion to Amend scheduled on Michael J Griffin 
01/06/2012 09:30 AM: Hearing Held 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion to Amend scheduled on Michael J Griffin 
01/06/2012 09:30 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 
4
Date: 6/9/2014 
Time: 11 :30 AM 






























Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
User: BARBIE 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 






















Hearing result for Motion to Amend scheduled on Michael J Griffin 
01/06/2012 09:30 AM: Court Minutes 
Hearing result for Telephonic Status Conference Michael J Griffin 
scheduled on 02/03/2012 09:00 AM: Hearing 
Vacated 
Charles Nickerson's and Donna Nickerson's 
Amended Answer, Conterclaim, Third Party 
Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial 
Summons Issued - Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
Summons Issued - J.P. Morgan Chase Bank 
Affidavit of Return 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Michael J Griffin 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Moffatt Thomas Law Firm Receipt number: 
0000638 Dated: 2/24/2012 Amount: $30.00 
(Cashiers Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Fax Fee Paid by: Moffatt Michael J Griffin 
Thomas Law Firm Receipt number: 0000638 
Dated: 2/24/2012 Amount: $1.00 (Cashiers 
Check) 
Notice Of Appearance Michael J Griffin 
Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Michael J Griffin 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Jon 
Stenquist Receipt number: 0000989 Dated: 
3/22/2012 Amount: $58.00 (Cashiers Check) 
For: J.P. Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., (defendant) 
Defendant: J.P. Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., Michael J Griffin 
Appearance Jon A Stenquist 
Answer to Third Party Complaint - JPMorgan Michael J Griffin 
Chase Bank 
Stipulation to Change Caption Michael J Griffin 
Order to Change Caption Michael J Griffin 
Acceptance Of Service Michael J Griffin 
Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference Michael J Griffin 
04/10/2012 09:30 AM) 
Notice Of Hearing Michael J Griffin 
Notice Of Service of Third Party Defendant JP Michael J Griffin 
Morgan Chase Bank's First Set of Interrogatories 
Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Michael J Griffin 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Jason 
Rammell Receipt number: 0001121 Dated: 
4/4/2012 Amount: $58.00 (Credit card) For: 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage, (defendant) 
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Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CHRISTY Filing: Technology Cost - CC Paid by: Jason 
Rammell Receipt number: 0001121 Dated: 
4/4/2012 Amount: $3.00 (Credit card) For: 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage, (defendant) 
CHRISTY Coldwell Banker Mortgage, a d/b/a of PHH 
Mortgage's Answer to Third Party Complaint 
CHRISTY Defendant: Coldwell Banker Mortgage, 
Appearance Jason R Rammell 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled 
on 04/10/2012 09:30 AM: Hearing Held 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled 
on 04/10/2012 09:30 AM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled 
on 04/10/2012 09:30 AM: Court Minutes 
CHRISTY Order Scheduling Case for Trial 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 12/03/2012 09:00 
AM) Trial is expected to last 1 week. 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Final Pretrial and Motions 
11/27/2012 01:00 PM) 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary 
Judgment 10/02/2012 01:00 PM) MSJ filed by 
9/4/12. 
KCONNOR Notice Of Service of Plantiff/Third Party 
Defendant's second set of Requests for 
Admissions, lterrogatories and Request for 
Production to the Nickersons 
CHRISTY Summons Returned - JP Morgan Chase Bank 
CHRISTY Summons Returned - Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
CHRISTY Notice Of Service 
BARBIE Notice Of Service 
BARBIE Notice Of Service 
BARBIE Notice Of Service 
KCONNOR Notice of Admissions Deemed Admitted 
KCONNOR Notice of Service 
KCONNOR Objection to Notice of Admissions Deemed 
Admitted and/or Motion to Withdraw or Amend 
Admissions if Deemed Admitted 
RE: JPMorgan 
KBR OWNING Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to Defendant 




Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
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Date: 6/9/2014 
Time: 11 :30 AM 




































Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
HOLLIBAUGH Nickerson's Expert Witness Disclosure 
KCONNOR Expert Witness Discloser 
KBROWNING JP Morgan Chase Bank, NA's Expert Witness 
Disclosure 
KCONNOR Notice of Compliance- Response to Request for 
Add missions 
BARBIE Notice of Service: Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank's Responses to 
Nickersons' First Set of Requests for Admissions 
CHRISTY Stipulated Motion for Entry of Protective Order 
CHRISTY Protective Order 
CHRISTY Notice of Taking Deposition Duces Tecum -
Charles Nickerson 
CHRISTY Notice of Taking Deposition Deces Tecum -
Donna Nickerson 
TEMP Notice of Service of JPMorgan Chase Bank's 
Answers and Responses to Defendant's Charles 
and Donna Nickerson's First Set of 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production 
JALLAIN AMENDED Notice of Taking Depostion Duces 
Tecum - Donna Nickerson 
JALLAIN AMENDED Notice of Taking Depostion Duces 
Tecum - Charles Nickerson 
CHRISTY Stipulated Motion for Order Modifying Scheduling 
Order to Extend Summary Judgment Deadline 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
scheduled on 10/02/2012 01 :00 PM: Hearing 
Vacated MSJ filed by 9/4/12. 
CHRISTY Order Modifying Scheduling Order to Extend 
Summary Judgment Deadline 
JALLAIN Affidavit Of Counsel in Support of PHH Mortgage 
Company's Motion for Summary Judgment 
JALLAIN Affidavit in Support of Summary Judgment 
JALLAIN Memorandum in Support of PHH Mortgage 
Company's Motion for Summary Judgment 
JALLAIN Motion For Summary Judgment 
KCONNOR Affidavit of Jon A. StenQuist in Support of 
Chase's Motion for Summary Judgment 
KCONNOR Motion for Summary Judgment 
KCONNOR Notice of Hearing Re: Chase's Motion For 
Summary Judgment 
-




Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
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Date: 6/9/2014 
Time: 11 :30 AM 































Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary 
Judgment 11/07/2012 02:00 PM) 
CHRISTY Notice Of Hearing 
JALLAIN Affidavit in Support of Summary Judgment 
User: BARBIE 
Judge 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
JALLAIN Notice Of Hearing - Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Michael J Griffin 
Judgment 
JALLAIN Motion to Appear Telephonically Michael J Griffin 
JALLAIN Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion to Michael J Griffin 
Appear Telephonically 
JALLAIN Notice of Compliance - Response to Nickerson's Michael J Griffin 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production 
JALLAIN Joint Motion for Order Allowing Counsel to Michael J Griffin 
Appear Telephonically for Hearing on Motions for 
Summary Judgment 
BARBIE Order Granting Motion To Appear Telephonically Michael J Griffin 
BARBIE Objection To Affidavit Of Ronald E. Casperite And Michael J Griffin 
Motion To Strike 
BARBIE Objection To Affidavit Of Jon Stenquist And Michael J Griffin 
Motion To Strike 
BARBIE Affidavit Of John C. Mitchell Michael J Griffin 
BARBIE Memorandum In Opposition To PHH Mortgage's Michael J Griffin 
And Chase's Motions For Summary Judgment 
JALLAIN Response in Opposition to the Defendants' Michael J Griffin 
Motion to Strike 
JALLAIN Reply Brief of PHH Mortgage Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins in Support of Michael J Griffin 
Chases Motion for Summary Judgment 
CHRISTY Reply Memorandum in Support of Chase's Motion Michael J Griffin 
for Summary Judgment and in Opposition to 
Motion to Strike 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment Michael J Griffin 
scheduled on 11/07/2012 02:00 PM: Hearing 
Held Set up Meet Me Conference 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment Michael J Griffin 
scheduled on 11/07/2012 02:00 PM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 Set up Meet Me Conference 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment Michael J Griffin 
scheduled on 11/07/2012 02:00 PM: Court 
Minutes Set up Meet Me Conference 
CHRISTY Objection to Affidavit of Brandies S. Watkins and Michael J Griffin 
Motion to Strike 
8
Date: 6/9/2014 
Time: 11 :30 AM 


































Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CHRISTY Memorandum Opinion Re: Chases' Motion for 
Summary Judgment 
CHRISTY Scanned: 
CHRISTY Order Granting Chase's Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
CHRISTY Scanned: 
CHRISTY Order Granting PH H's Motion for Summary 
Judgment in Part 
CHRISTY Scanned: 
JALLAIN Order Granting Chases's Motion for Summary 
Judgment 
BARBIE Memorandum Opinion RE: PHH'S Motion For 
Summary Judgment 
JALLAIN Trial Witness and Exhibit List 
JALLAIN Trial Brief 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Final Pretrial Conference 
scheduled on 11/27/2012 01:00 PM: Hearing 
Held 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Final Pretrial Conference 
scheduled on 11/27/2012 01:00 PM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Final Pretrial Conference 
scheduled on 11/27/2012 01 :00 PM: Court 
Minutes 
CHRISTY Order Scheduling Case for Trial 
CHRISTY Continued (Jury Trial 02/25/2013 09:00 AM) 
Trial is expected to last 3 days. 
JALLAIN Amended Trial Brief 
JALLAIN Amended Trial Witness and Exhibit List 
BARBIE Motion For Reconsideration 
BARBIE Motion To Extend Discovery Deadline 
JALLAIN Notice of Hearing for 01/29/2013 at 10:00 AM; 
Motion for Reconsideration and Motion to Extend 
Discovery Deadline 
JALLAIN Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Reconsider 
01/29/2013 10:00 AM) 
CHRISTY Affidavit of John C. Mitchell 
JALLAIN JPMorgan Chase Bank's Memorandum in 
Support of Joinder in Plaintiff PHH Mortgage's 
Objection to the Nickersons' Motion to Extend 
Discovery Deadline and Motion to Reconsider 
User: BARBIE 
Judge 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
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Date: 6/9/2014 
Time: 11 :30 AM 






























Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CHRISTY Continued (Motion to Reconsider 02/05/2013 
10:00 AM) Motion for Reconsideration and 
Motion to Extend Discovery Deadline 
CHRISTY Amended Notice of Hearing 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion to Reconsider 
scheduled on 02/05/2013 10:00 AM: Hearing 
Held Motion for Reconsideration and Motion to 
Extend Discovery Deadline 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion to Reconsider 
scheduled on 02/05/2013 10:00 AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 Motion for Reconsideration and 
Motion to Extend Discovery Deadline 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion to Reconsider 
scheduled on 02/05/2013 10:00 AM: Court 
Minutes Motion for Reconsideration and Motion 
to Extend Discovery Deadline 
CHRISTY Order Re: Discovery Compliance 
CHRISTY Order Denying Motion to Reconsider 
JALLAIN Pre-trial Motion in Limine 
JALLAIN Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Pre-Trial Motion 
in Limine 
CHRISTY Notice of Telephonic Status Conference 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Telephonic Status 
Conference 02/19/2013 12:00 PM) Set up Meet 
Me Conf. 
CHRISTY Notice of Telephonic Status Conference 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Telephonic Status Conference 
scheduled on 02/19/2013 12:00 PM: Hearing 
Held Set up Meet Me Conf. (OFF THE 
RECORD) 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Court Trial scheduled on 
02/25/2013 09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated Trial is 
expected to last 3 days. 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Telephonic Scheduling 
Conference 02/26/2013 01 :00 PM) 
CHRISTY Notice Of Hearing 
JALLAIN Motion to Withdraw 
JALLAIN Affidavit in Support of Motion to Withdraw 
JALLAIN Notice of Hearing 
CBAKER Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Withdraw 
02/26/2013 01 :00 PM) 
User: BARBIE 
Judge 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
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Date: 6/9/2014 
Time: 11 :30 AM 








































Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CHRISTY Continued (Motion to Withdraw 03/12/2013 
01 :00 PM) 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Telephonic Scheduling 
Conference scheduled on 02/26/2013 01 :00 PM: 
Hearing Vacated 
CHRISTY Amended Notice of Hearing 
CHRISTY Amended Notice of Hearing 
CHRISTY Amended Notice of Hearing 
CHRISTY Continued (Motion to Withdraw 03/26/2013 
03:00 PM) 
CHRISTY Amended Notice of Hearing 
CHRISTY Continued (Motion to Withdraw 04/16/2013 
10:30 AM) 
BARBIE Hearing result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled 
on 04/16/2013 10:30 AM: Continued 
CHRISTY Amended Notice of Hearing 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Withdraw 
04/30/2013 11 :30 AM) 
CHRISTY Amended Notice of Hearing 
CHRISTY Amended Notice of Hearing 
CHRISTY Continued (Motion to Withdraw 05/07/2013 
02:30 PM) 
BARBIE Objection To Further Continuances 
BARBIE Hearing result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled 
on 05/07/2013 02:30 PM: Continued 
BARBIE Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Withdraw 
05/14/2013 02:30 PM) 
BARBIE Notice Of Hearing 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled 
on 05/14/2013 02:30 PM: Hearing Held 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled 
on 05/14/2013 02:30 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion to Withdraw scheduled 
on 05/14/2013 02:30 PM: Court Minutes 
BARBIE Order Granting Leave To Withdraw - John C. 
Mitchell for Defendant 
JALLAIN Affidavit Of Mailing from John Mitchell 
JALLAIN Affidavit of Paul Thomas Clark 
User: BARBIE 
Judge 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
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Date: 6/9/2014 
Time: 11 :30 AM 





























Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA RepoH: 
User: BARBIE 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User Judge 
BARBIE Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Michael J Griffin 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Nickerson, Donna Receipt number: 0002684 
Dated: 8/19/2013 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
BARBIE Notice Of Appearance - Donna and Charles Michael J Griffin 
Nickerson for Donna and Charles Nickerson 
BARBIE Affidavit Of Paul Thomas Clark RE: Nickerson's Michael J Griffin 
Unclaimed Certified Mail 
JJENSEN Affidavit Of Paul Thomas Clark RE: Nickerson's Michael J Griffin 
Unclaimed Certified Mail 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Telephonic Status Michael J Griffin 
Conference 12/17/2013 08:30 AM) Set up 
MeetMe Conf. 
CHRISTY Notice Of Hearing Michael J Griffin 
BARBIE Plaintiff's Second Motion For Summary Judgment Michael J Griffin 
BARBIE Memorandum In Support Of Plaintiff's Second Michael J Griffin 
Motion For Summary Judgment 
BARBIE Affidavit Of Chase Employee In Support Of Michael J Griffin 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment 
BARBIE Second Affidavit Of Ronald E. Casperite In Michael J Griffin 
Support Of PHH's Second Motion For Summary 
Judgment 
CHRISTY Notice of Hearing - Plaintiff's Second Motion for Michael J Griffin 
Summary Judgment 
LMCMILLAN Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Michael J Griffin 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Nickerson, Donna Receipt number: 0003766 
Dated: 12/2/2013 Amount: $17.00 (Cash) 
BARBIE Memorandum In Opposistion To Plaintiff's Michael J Griffin 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment 
LMCMILLAN Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Michael J Griffin 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Nickerson, Donna Receipt number: 0003786 
Dated: 12/3/2013 Amount: $1.00 (Cash) 
LMCMILLAN Reply Brief Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary Michael J Griffin 
Judgment 12/17/2013 09:30 AM) Set up 
MeetMe. 
CHRISTY Continued (Telephonic Status Conference Michael J Griffin 
12/17/2013 09:30 AM) Set up MeetMe Conf. 
CHRISTY Motion for Summary Judgment Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of Michael J Griffin 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
CHRISTY Memorandum for Motion for Summary Judgment Michael J Griffin 
12
Date: 6/9/2014 
Time: 11 :30 AM 

























Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Telephonic Status Conference 
scheduled on 12/17/2013 09:30 AM: Hearing 
Held Set up MeetMe Conf. 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Telephonic Status Conference 
scheduled on 12/17/2013 09:30 AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 Set up MeetMe Conf. 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Telephonic Status Conference 
scheduled on 12/17/2013 09:30 AM: Court 
Minutes Set up MeetMe Conf. 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
scheduled on 12/17/2013 09:30 AM: Hearing 
Held Set up MeetMe. 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
scheduled on 12/17/2013 09:30 AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 Set up MeetMe. 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
scheduled on 12/17/2013 09:30 AM: Court 
Minutes Set up MeetMe. 
BARBIE Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary 
Judgment 02/11/2014 08:30 AM) 
BARBIE Notice Of Hearing 
User: BARBIE 
Judge 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
JALLAIN Response in Opposition to the Nickersons' Motion Michael J Griffin 
for Summary Judgment 
JALLAIN Plaintiff's Motion to Amend to Conform to Michael J Griffin 
Evidence 
JALLAIN Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Michael J Griffin 
JALLAIN Motion to Take Judicial Notice Michael J Griffin 
JALLAIN Notice Of Hearing - Plaintiff's Motions Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Leave to File Michael J Griffin 
Amended Complaint 02/11/2014 08:30 AM) 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/11/2014 08:30 Michael J Griffin 
AM) to Strike 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/11/2014 08:30 Michael J Griffin 
AM) to Take Judicial Notice 
CHRISTY Motion To Continue Michael J Griffin 






















Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
scheduled on 02/11/2014 08:30 AM: Hearing 
Held Telephonic - Set up MeetMe 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
scheduled on 02/11/2014 08:30 AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 Telephonic - Set up MeetMe 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment 
scheduled on 02/11/2014 08:30 AM: Court 
Minutes Telephonic - Set up MeetMe 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
02/11/2014 08:30 AM: Hearing Held to Take 
Judicial Notice 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
02/11/2014 08:30 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 to Take Judicial Notice 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
02/11/2014 08:30 AM: Court Minutes to Take 
Judicial Notice 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
02/11/2014 08:30 AM: Hearing Held to Strike 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
02/11/2014 08:30 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 to Strike 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
02/11/2014 08:30 AM: Court Minutes to Strike 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Leave to File 
Amended Complaint scheduled on 02/11/2014 
08:30 AM: Hearing Held 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Leave to File 
Amended Complaint scheduled on 02/11/2014 
08:30 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Leave to File 
Amended Complaint scheduled on 02/11/2014 
08:30 AM: Court Minutes 
KCONNOR Order Denying Motion to Continue 
User: BARBIE 
Judge 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
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Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
BARBIE Reply Brief In Support Of Nickersons' Motion For 
Summary Judgment 
BARBIE Response In Opposition To Plaintiffs Motion To 
Conform To Evidence 
BARBIE Response In Opposition To Plaintiff's Motion To 
Strike 
BARBIE Response In Opposition To Plaintiffs Motion To 
Take Judicial Notice 
CHRISTY Notice of Supplemental Evidence 
CHRISTY Objection to the Defendants' Notice of 
Supplemental Evidence 
BARBIE Response To Plaintiffs Objection To Notice Of 
Supplemental Evidence 
BARBIE Objection To Second Affidavit Of Ronald E. 
Casperite 
BARBIE Order Denying Motion To Take Judicial Notice 
BARBIE Order Granting Motion To Strike 
BARBIE Memorandum Opinion RE: Plaintiff's Second 
Motion For Summary Judgment And Nickerson's 
Motion Summary Judgment 
BARBIE Judgment - Principal - $340,339.84 together with 
interest at the lawful rate until paid in full. 
BARBIE Civil Disposition entered for: Nickerson, Charles, 
Defendant; Nickerson, Donna, Defendant; PHH 
Mortgage,, Plaintiff. Filing date: 4/4/2014 
SFOSTER Scanned: 04/07/2014 
SFOSTER Scanned: 04/07/2014 
BARBIE Plaintiffs Memorandum of Attorney Costs and 
Fees 
BARBIE Affidavit Of Counsel In Support Of Motion For 
Costs And Fees 
BARBIE Plaintiffs Motion For Costs and Fees 
CHRISTY Motion to Strike Second Affidavit of Ronald E. 
Casperite 
CHRISTY Motion to Reconsider Order Granting Plaintiff's 
Motion to Strike 
CHRISTY Motion to Reconsider Judgment 
CHRISTY Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH's 
Summary Judgments 
CHRISTY Motion for Leave to Amend Answer, 
Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand 
for a Jury Trial 
CHRISTY Affidavit in Support of Motions to Reconsider 
CHRISTY Notice of Hearing - Defendants' Motions 
User: BARBIE 
Judge 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
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Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
User: BARBIE 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User Judge 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Reconsider Michael J Griffin 
05/27/2014 10:00 AM) 
BARBIE Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Michael J Griffin 
Judgment 
CHRISTY Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Michael J Griffin 
Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion to Strike 
CHRISTY Memorandum in Support of Motoin to Reconsider Michael J Griffin 
Chase's and Phh's Summary Judgments 
CHRISTY Charles Nickerson's and Donna Nickerson's Michael J Griffin 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party 
Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial 
CHRISTY Motion to Disallow All Costs and Fees Michael J Griffin 
BARBIE Order Dismissing Motion To Reconsider Michael J Griffin 
BARBIE Hearing result for Motion to Reconsider Michael J Griffin 
scheduled on 05/27/2014 10:00 AM: Hearing 
Vacated 
BARBIE Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Attorney fees and Michael J Griffin 
Costs 05/27/2014 10:00 AM) 
BARBIE Notice Of Hearing Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Motion to Continue Hearing on PHH's Motion for Michael J Griffin 
Attorney Costs and Fees 
CHRISTY Affidavit of Counsel in Support of PH H's Motion to Michael J Griffin 
Continue 
CHRISTY PHH's Motion for Entry of Amended Judgment Michael J Griffin 
Including the Taxing of Costs and Fees 
CHRISTY Response in Opposition to the Nickersons' Motion Michael J Griffin 
for Leave to Amend Pleadings 
CHRISTY Motion for Justice in Clearwater County Idaho Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Motion to Vacate Hearing Michael J Griffin 
CHRISTY Notice of Hearing on Defendants' Motion for Michael J Griffin 
Justice 
CHRISTY Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/10/2014 10:00 Michael J Griffin 
AM) Telephonic - Set up MeetMe. 
CHRISTY Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 1490 Dated Michael J Griffin 
5/15/2014 for 100.00) Estimate for Clerk's Record 
JJENSEN Motion to Suppress and Strike Depositions Michael J Griffin 
JJENSEN NOTICE OF APPEAL Michael J Griffin 
JJENSEN Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to Michael J Griffin 
Supreme Court Paid by: Nickerson, Charles 
Receipt number: 0001505 Dated: 5/16/2014 
Amount: $109.00 (Transfer) For: Nickerson, 
Charles (defendant) and Nickerson, Donna 
( defendant) 
BARBIE Appealed To The Supreme Court Michael J Griffin 
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Second Judicial District Court - Clearwater County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2011-0000028 Current Judge: Michael J Griffin 
PHH Mortgage vs. Charles Nickerson, etal. 
User 
CHRISTY Order Granting Motion to Continue Hearing on 
PH H's Motion for Attorney Costs and Fees 
BARBIE Amended Notice Of Hearing - Motion for Costs 
and Fees 
BARBIE Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Attorney fees and 
Costs 06/03/2014 09:45 AM) 
BARBIE Response lln Opposition To PHH's Motion For 
Entry Of Amended Judgment 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Attorney fees and 
Costs scheduled on 05/27/2014 10:00 AM: 
Continued 
BARBIE Motion To Vacate Attorney Fees and Costs 
Hearing 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Attorney fees and 
Costs scheduled on 06/03/2014 09:45 AM: 
Hearing Held Telephonic - Set up Meet Me 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Attorney fees and 
Costs scheduled on 06/03/2014 09:45 AM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keith Evans 
Number of Transcript Pages for hearing 
estimated: 
LESS THAN 100 Telephonic - Set up Meet Me 
CHRISTY Hearing result for Motion for Attorney fees and 
Costs scheduled on 06/03/2014 09:45 AM: 
Court Minutes Telephonic - Set up Meet Me 
CHRISTY Case Taken Under Advisement 
CHRISTY Objection 
BARBIE Affidavit in Support of Motion for Relief 
BARBIE Motion for Relief 
BARBIE Reply Brief Amending Pleadings 
User: BARBIE 
Judge 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
Michael J Griffin 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - 1SB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant s . 
Case No. CV-2011 - ,;) 6 
COMPLAINT 
Filing Fee: $88.00 
Filing Category: A 
PHH Mortgage, for a cause of action against the Defendants, complains and alleges as 
follows: 
1. PHH Mortgage ("PHH") is a foreign corporation holding a Deed of Trust on the 
certain real property described below in Clearwater County, State ofldaho. 
2. PHH Mortgage, the assignee of the beneficial interest of that certain Deed of 
Trust recorded October 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190566 in the Recorder's Office for 
Clearwater County, Idaho. A copy of that Deed of Trust is attached as Exhibit "A" and is 
incorporated here by reference. A copy of the Assigrunent of Record recorded December 20, 
Complaint - Page 1 
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2007, as Instrument No. 207590 in the Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho, is 
attached as Exbibit "B" and incorporated here by reference. 
3. Defendant, Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson ("Nickersons"), upon 
information and belief, are husband and wife dealing with their sole and separate property and 
was the grantor of the Deed of Trust attached as Exhibit A. 
4. Defendant, Knowlton & Miles, PLLC, is a limited liability company in Idaho with 
an interest of record in the subject property through a judgment recorded with the Clearwater 
County Recorders Office as Instrument No. 213383. 
5. Defendant, Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., is a Corporation in Idaho with an interest of 
record in the subject property through a Deed of Trust recorded with the Clearwater County 
Recorders Office, as Instrument No. 205117. 
6. The Defendants, John Does I through X, are persons or entities whose identities 
are not known that may have or claim an interest in the subject real property. 
7. The real property that is subject to the Deed of Trust identified in paragraph 2 
above and that is the subject of this foreclosure action is described as follows: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State ofldaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4 SWl/4 NWl/4 
8. Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson executed the Deed of Trust attached as 
Exhibit A to secure a payment of a Promissory Note Nickerson's made in favor of Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage in the initial principal amount of $285,000.00 with interest accruing at the 
annual rate of 6.280%. A copy of the Note is attached as Exhibit "C" and incorporated here by 
reference. 
COUNTl-FORECLOSURE 
9. All prior allegations are restated. 
10. Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson breached their obligations under both 
the Note and Deed of Trust by failing to make the monthly payments. 
Complaint - Page 2 
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11. As a result of Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson's breach, PHH Mortgage 
is entitled in accordance ·with the terms of the Deed of Trust to foreclose on the subject real 
property to satisfy all past and accruing debt. 
12. Presently, due under the Deed of Trust are the following: 
a. The principal balance as of August 26, 2010 for the unpaid amount of 
$261,170.62 
b. Payments are due on the 1st day of each month. 
c. Interest accrues on the unpaid balance of 6.280% per annum; 
accrued interest from January 1, 2009, through December 31, 2010, is 
$34,214.56 and continues to accrue at the per diem rate of $44.96; 
d. For a total amount due and owing as of December 31, 2010, of 
$295,385.18 
13. In accordance with the terms of the Deed of Trust attached as Exhibit A, PHH 
Mortgage hereby elects to declare the entire principal and interest owing under the Note due and 
payable in full. 
14. In accordance with the terms of the Deed of Trust, PHH Mortgage hereby elects 
to foreclose on the Deed of Trust and sell the subject real property to satisfy all past and accruing 
debt. 
15. The interests of any and all Defendants are subordinate, junior and inferior to the 
Deed of Trust. 
16. As part of any judgment of foreclosure, PHH Mortgage is entitled to have the 
Sheriff of Clearwater County sell the subject property and apply all proceeds first to the full 
satisfaction of its Deed of Trust interest and any excess proceeds may be applied to the 
remaining interests of the Defendants as determined by their respective priority. 
17. PHH Mortgage is entitled to accruing interest at the rate under the Note attached 
as Exhibit B currently set at 6.280% until final judgment is entered. 
18. Presently, the actual fair market value of the subject property is unknown. In the 
event the value of the subject property is less than the total amount required to satisfy PHH 
Mortgage Deed of Trust interest, then it is entitled in accordance with the terms of the Deed of 
Trust to a deficiency judgment against Nickerson's. 
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19. Written demand has been made more than 10 days prior to filing this action upon 
Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson to cure their default and pay all accrued costs, but they 
have failed and refused to pay. 
ATTORNEY FEES 
25. PHH Mortgage has no plain, speedy, or adequate remedy at law. 
26. PHH Mortgage has retained the services of Just Law Office to assist it in 
prosecuting this action and in accordance with the terms of the Deed of Trust and the respective 
notes, is entitled to all costs, expenses and reasonable attorney fees incurred in bringing this 
action and as may be incurred in obtaining judgment of foreclosure and finalizing any 
foreclosure sale. 
27. PHH Mortgage has retained the services of Just Law Office to assist it in 
prosecuting this action and is entitled under I.C. § 12-120, 121 and applicable provisions of the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure to an award of all costs and reasonable attorney fees they incur. 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff requests relief as follows: 
1. Judgment reforming the Deed of Trust to include a particular and 
complete legal description. 
2. Judgment against Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson for the 
principal amount of $261,170.62 with interest accruing at the current rate of 6.280%, 
with a per diem amount of $44.96. 
3. Judgment of foreclosure decreeing: 
(a) PHH Mortgage's Deed of Trust is superior and prior to any subsequent 
liens, claims or interests, recorded or unrecorded; 
(b) Any and all persons claiming under, by or through Charles Nickerson and 
Donna Nickerson is barred and foreclosed of all right, title, claim, equity, 
or interest in and to such property, and any part thereof; 
(c) PHH Mortgage's Deed of Trust be foreclosed and decree of foreclosure be 
made by this court directing a sale of the subject property by the Sheriff 
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of Clearwater County, Idaho, according to law and the practice of the 
court; 
( d) The proceeds from such sale are applied first to the amounts due to 
PHH Mortgage; 
( e) All defendants be foreclosed of all claims or rights in and to 
the subject property, save and excepting for the statutory right of 
redemption; 
(f) PHH Mortgage shall have judgment for any deficiency remaining after 
application of the proceeds of the foreclosure; 
(g) PHH Mortgage may become a purchaser at such sale; 
(h) The Sheriff execute a certificate of sale to the purchaser at such sale; 
4. Judgment against Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson awarding PHH 
Mortgage all costs, expenses and reasonable attorney fees incurred. 
5. For such~her and other relief as the court may deem just equitable. 
DATED this __j_ day of January, 2011. 
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DEED OF TRUST Loan#: 0018154567 
DEFINITIONS 
Words used in multiple sections of this document are defined below and other words are defined in 
Sections 3, 11, 13, 18, 20 and 21. Certain rules regarding the usage of words used in this document are 
also provided in Section 16. 
(A) "Security Instrument" means this document, which is dated October 4th, 2002 
together with all Riders to this document. 
(B) "Borrower" is Donna Nickerson, A MARR,,IED PERSON and Charles R Nickerson, A 
MARRIED PERSON 
Borrower is the trustor under this Security Instrument. 
(C) "Lender" is Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
Lender is a Corporation 
organized and existing under the laws of New Jersey 
IDAHO-Single Family-Fannie Mae/Freddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT 
~-6{1D) {00051 
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Lender's address is 3000 Leadenhall Road Mount Laurel, NJ 08054 
Lender is the beneficiary under this Security Instrument. 
(D) "Trustee" is FIRST AMERICAN TITLE 
(E) "Note" means the promissory note signed by Borrower and dated October 4th, 2 0 02 
T11e Note states that Borrower owes Lender Two Hundred Eighty-Five Thousand Dollars 
and Zero Cents Dollars 
(U.S.$ 285,000.00 ) plus interest. Borrower has promised to pay this debt in regular Periodic 
Payments and to pay the debt in full not later than Noven,bsr let, 203:2 
(F) "Property" means the property that is described below under the heading "Transfer of Rights in the 
Property." 
(G) "Loan" means the debt evidenced by the Note, plus interest, any prepayment charges and late charges 
due under the Note, and all sums due under this Security Instrument, plus interest. 
(H) "Riders" means all Riders to this Security Instrument that are executed by Borrower. The following 
Riders are to be executed by Borrower [check box as applicable]: 
D Adjustable Rate Rider 
0 Balloon Rider 
OVA Rider 
D Condominium Rider D Second Home Rider 
D Planned Unit Development Rider D 1-4 Family Rider 
0 Biweekly Payment Rider D Other(s) [specify] 
(I) "Applicable Law" means all controlling applicable federal, state and local statutes, regulations, 
ordinances and administrative rules and orders (that have the effect oflaw) as well as all applicable final, 
non-appealab!ejudicial opinions. 
(J) "Community Association Dues, Fees, and Assessments" means all dues, fees, assessments and other 
charges that are imposed on Borrower or the Property by a condominium association, homeowners 
association or similar organization. 
(K) "Electronic Funds Transfer" means any transfer of funds, other than a transaction originated by 
check, draft, or similar paper instrument, which is initiated through an electronic terminal, telephonic 
instrument, computer, or magnetic tape so as to order, instruct, or authorize a financial institution to debit 
or credit an account. Such term includes, but is not limited to, point-of-sale transfers, automated teller 
machine transactions, transfers initiated by telephone, wire transfers, and automated clearinghouse 
transfers. 
(L) "Escrow Items" means those items that are described in Section 3. 
(M) "Miscellaneous Proceeds" means any compensation, settlement, award of damages, or proceeds paid 
by any third party (other than insurance proceeds paid under the coverages described in Section 5) for: (i) 
damage to, or destruction of, the Property; (ii) condemnation or other taking of all or any part of the 
Property; (iii) conveyance in lieu of condemnation; or (iv) misrepresentations of, or omissions as to, the 
value and/or condition of the Property. 
(N) "Mortgage Insurance" means insurance protecting Lender against the nonpayment of, or default on, 
the Loan. 
(0) "Periodic Payment" means the regularly scheduled amount due for (i) principal and interest under the 
Note, plus (ii) any amounts under Section 3 of this Security Instrument. 
(P) "RESPA" means the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act(l2 U.S.C. Section 2601 et seq.) and its 
implementing regulation, Regulation X (24 C.F.R. Part 3500), as they might be amended from time to 
tinle, or any additional or successor legislation or regulation that governs the same subject matter. As used 
in this Security Instrument, "RESP A" refers to all requirements aod restrictions that are imposed in regard 
Q·6(1D) (OOOS) 
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to a "federally related mortgage loan" even if the Loan does not qualify as a "federally related mortgage 
loan" under RESP A. 
(Q) "Successor in Interest of Borrower" means any party that has taken title to the Property, whether or 
not that party has assumed Borrower's obligations under the Note and/or this Security Instrument. 
TRANSFER OF RIGHTS IN THE PROPERTY 
This Security Instrument secures to Lender: (i) the repayment of the Loan, and all renewals, extensions and 
modifications of the Note; and (ii) the performance of Borrower's covenants and agreements under this 
Security Instrument and the Note. For this purpose, Borrower irrevocably grants and conveys to 
Trustee, in trust, with power of sale, the fo11owing described property located in the 
COUNTY of CLEARWATER 
[Type of Recording Jurisdiction] [Name of Recording Jurisdiction] 
Being more particularly described by a legal description attached hereto 
and made a part thereof. Being the sarne premises conveyed to the 
mortgagors herein by deed being recorded simultaneously herewith; this 
being a purchase money mortgage given to secure the purchase price of the 
above described prem.ises. 
Parcel ID Number: 
3165 NEFF ROAD 
OROFINO 
which currently has the address of 




TOGETHER WITH all the improvements now or hereafter erected on the property, and all 
easements, appurtenances, and fixtures now or hereafter a part of the property. All replacements and 
additions shall also be covered by this Security Instrument. All of the foregoing is referred to in this 
Security Instrument as the "Property." 
BORROWER COVENANTS that Borrower is lawfully seised of the estate hereby conveyed and has 
the right to grant and convey the Property and that the Property is unencumbered, except for encumbrances 
of record. Borrower warrants and will defend generally the title to the Property against all claims and 
demands, subject to any encumbrances of record. 
THIS SECURITY INSTRUMENT combines uniform covenants for national use and non-uniform 
covenants with limited variations by jurisdiction to constitute a uniform security instrument covering real 
property. 
UNIFORM COVENANTS. Borrower and Lender covenant and agree as follows: 
1. Payment of Principal, Interest, Escrow Items, Prepayment Charges, and Late Charges. 
Borrower shall pay when due the principal of, and interest on, the debt evidenced by the Note and any 
prepayment charges and late charges due under the Note. Borrower shall also pay funds for Escrow Items 
pursuant to Section 3. Payments due under the Note and this Security Instrument shall be made in U.S. 
•·6{1D) 1ooos1 
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currency. However, if any check or other instrument received by Lender as payment Wlder the Note or this 
Security Instrument is returned to Lender unpaid, Lender may require that any or all subsequent payments 
due under the Note and this Security Instrument be made in one or more of the following fonns, as 
selected by Lender: (a) cash; (b) money order; (c) certified check, bank check, treasurer's check or 
cashier's check, provided any such check is drawn upon an institution whose deposits are i;,sured by a 
federal agency, instrumentality, or entity; or (d) Electronic Funds Transfer. 
Payments are deemed received by Lender when received at the location designated in the Note or at 
such other location as may be designated by Lender in accordance with the notice provisions in Section 15. 
Lender may return any payment or partial payment if the payment or partial payments are insufficient to 
bring the Loan current. Lender may accept any payment or partial payment insufficient to bring the Loan 
current, without waiver of any rights hereunder or prejudice to its rights to refuse such payment or partial 
payments in the future, but Lender is not obligated to apply such payments at the time such payments are 
accepted. If each Periodic Payment is applied as of its scheduled due date, then Lender need not pay 
interest on unapplicd funds. Lender may hold such unapplicd funds Wltil Borrower makes payment to bring 
the Loan current. If Borrower does not do so within a reasonable period of time, Lender shall either apply 
such funds or return them to Borrower. If not applied earlier, such funds will be applied to the outstanding 
principal balance under the Note immediately prior to foreclosure. No offset or claim which Borrower 
might have now or in the future against Lender shall relieve Borrower from making payments due under 
the Note and this Security Instrument or performing the covenants and agreements secured by this Security 
Instrument. 
2. Application of Payments or Proceeds. Except as otherwise described in this Section 2, all 
payments accepted and applied by Lender shall be applied in the following order of priority; (a) interest 
due under the Note; (b) principal due under the Note; (c) amounts due under Section 3. Such payments 
shall be applied to each Periodic Payment in the order in which it became due. Any remaining amounts 
shall be applied first to late charges, second to any other amounts due under this Security Instrument, and 
then to reduce the principal balance of the Note. 
If Lender receives a payment from Borrower for a delinquent Periodic Payment which includes a 
sufficient amount to pay any late charge due, the payment may be applied to the delinquent payment and 
the late charge. If more than one Periodic Payment is outstanding, Lender may apply any payment received 
from Borrower to the repayment of the Periodic Payments if, and to the extent that, each payment can be 
paid in full. To the extent that any excess exists after the payment is applied to the full payment of one or 
more Periodic Payments, such excess may be applied to any late charges due. Voluntary prepayments shall 
be applied first to any prepayment charges and then as described in the Note. 
Any application of payments, insurance proceeds, or Miscellaneous Proceeds to principal due under 
the Note shall not extend or postpone the due date, or change the amount, of the Periodic Payments. 
3. Funds for Escrow Items. Borrower shall pay to Lender on the day Periodic Payments are due 
under the Note, until the Note is paid in full, a sum (the "Funds") to provide for payment of amounts due 
for: (a) taxes and assessments and other items which can attain priority over this Security Instrument as a 
lien or encumbrance on the Property; (b) leasehold payments or ground rents on the Property, if any; (c) 
premiums for any and all insurance required by Lender under Section 5; and (d) Mortgage Insurance 
premiums, if any, or any sums payable by Borrower to Lender in lieu of the payment of Mortgage 
Insurance premiums in accordance with the provisions of Section 10. These items are called "Escrow 
Items." At origination or at any time during the term of the Loan, Lender may require that Community 
Association Dues, Fees, and Assessments, if any, be escrowed by Borrower, and such dues, fees and 
assessments shall be an Escrow Item. Borrower shall promptly furnish to Lender all notices of amoW1ts to 
be paid under this Section. Borrower shall pay Lender the Funds for Escrow Items unless Lender waives 
Borrower's obligation to pay the Funds for any or all Escrow Items. Lender may waive Borrower's 
obligation to pay to Lender Funds for any or all Escrow Items at any time; Any such waiver may only be 
~-6(!0) (0005) 
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in writing. ln the event of such waiver, Borrower shall pay directly, when and where payable, the amounts due for any Escrow Items for which payment ofFunds has been waived by Lender and, if Lender requires, shall furnish to Lender receipts evidencing such payment within such time period as Lender may require. Borrower's obligation to make such payments and to provide receipts shall for all purposes be deemed to be a coven@! and agreement contained in this Security Instrument, as the phrase "covenant and agreement" is used in Section 9. If Borrower is obligated to pay Escrow Items directly, pursuant to a waiver, and Borrower fails to pay the amount due for an Escrow Item, Lender may exercise its rights under Section 9 and pay such amount and Borrower shall then be obligated under Section 9 to repay to Lender any such amount. Lender may revoke the waiver as to any or all Escrow Items at any time by a notice given in accordance with Section 15 and, upon such revocation, Borrower shall pay to Lender all Funds, and in such amounts, that are then required under this Section 3. 
Lender may, at any time, collect and hold Funds in an amount (a) sufficient to permit Lender to apply the Funds at the time specified under RESP A, and (b) not to exceed the maximum amount a lender can require under RESP A. Lender shall estimate the amount of Funds due on the basis of current data and reasonable estimates of expenditures of future Escrow Items or otherwise in accordance with Applicable Law. 
The Funds shall be held in an institution whose deposits are insured by a federal agency, instrumentality, or entity (including Lender, if Lender is an institution whose deposits are so insured) or in any Federal Home Loan Bank. Lender shall apply the Funds to pay the Escrow Items no later than the time specified under RESP A. Lender shall not charge Borrower for holding and applyjng the Funds, annually analyzing the escrow accoun~ or verifying the Escrow Items, unless Lender pays Bonower interest on the Funds and Applicable Law permits Lender to make such a charge. Unless an agreement is made in writing or Applicable Law requires interest to be paid on the Funds, Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on the Funds. Borrower and Lender can agree in writing, however, that interest shall be paid on the Funds. Lender shall give to Borrower, without charge, an annual accounting of the Funds as required by RESP A. 
If there is a surplus of Funds held in escrow, as defined under RESP A, Lender shall account to Borrower for the excess funds in accordance with RESP A. If there is a shortage of Funds held in escrow, as defined under RESP A, Lender shall notify Borrower as required by RESP A, and Borrower shall pay to Lender the amount necessary to make up the shortage in accordance with RESP A, but in no more than 12 monthly payments. If there is a deficiency of Funds held in escrow, as defined under RESP A, Lender shall notify Borrower as required by RESPA, and Borrower shall pay to Lender the amount necessary to make up the deficiency in accordance with RESP A, but in no more than 12 monthly payments. Upon payment in full of all sums secured by this Security Instrument, Lender shall promptly refund to Borrower any Funds held by Lender. 
4. Charges; Liens. Borrower shall pay all taxes, assessments, charges, fines, and impositions attributable to the Property which can attain priority over this Security Instrument, leasehold payments or ground rents on the Property, if any, and Community Association Dues, Fees, and Assessments, if any. To the extent that these items are Escrow Items, Borrower shall pay them in the manner provided in Section 3. Borrower shall promptly discharge any lien which has priority over this Security Instrument unless Borrower: (a) agrees in writing to the payment of the obligation secured by the lien in a manner acceptable to Lender, but only so long as Borrower is performing such agreement; (b) contests the lien in good faith by, or defends against enforcement of the lien in, legal proceedings which in Lender's opinion operate to prevent the enforcement of the lien while those proceedings are pending, but only until such proceedings are concluded; or (c) secures from the holder of the lien an agreement satisfactory to Lender subordinating the lien to this Security Instrument. If Lender determines that any part of the Property is subject to a lien which can attain priority over this Security Instrument, Lender may give Borrower a notice identifying the 
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lien. Within IO days of the date on which that notice is given, Borrower shall satisfy the lien or take one or 
more of the actions set forth above in this Section 4. 
Lender may require Borrower to pay a one-time charge for a real estate tax verification and/or 
reporting service used by Lender in connection with this Loan. 
5. Property Insurance. Borrower shall keep the improvements now existing or hereafter erected on 
the Property insured against loss by fire, hazards included within the term "extended coverage,'' and any 
other hazards including, but not limited to, earthquakes and floods, for which Lender requires insurance. 
This insurance shall be maintained in the amounts (including deductible levels) and for the periods that 
Lender requires. What Lender requires pursuant to the preceding sentences can change during the term of 
the Loan. The inslll'llnce carrier providing the insurance shall be chosen by Borrower subject to Lender's 
right to disapprove Borrower's choice, which right shall not be exercised unreasonably. Lender may 
require Borrower to pay, in connection with this Loan, either: (a) a one-time charge for flood zone 
determination, certification and tracking services; or (b) a one-time charge for flood zone determination 
and certification services and subsequent charges each time remappings or similar changes occur which 
reasonably might affect such determination or certification. Borrower shall also be responsible for the 
payment of any fees imposed by the Federal Emergency Management Agency in connection with the 
review of any flood zone determination resulting from an objection by Borrower, 
If Borrower fails to maintain any of the coverages described above, Lender may obtain insurance 
coverage, at Lender's option and Borrower's expense. Lender is under no obligation to purchase any 
particular type or amount of coverage. Therefore, such coverage shall cover Lender, but might or might 
not protect Borrower, Borrower's equity in the Property, or ihe contents of the Property, against any risk, 
hazard or liability and might provide greater or lesser coverage than was previowly in effect. Borrower 
acknowledges that the cost of the insurance coverage so obtained might significantly exceed the cost of 
insurance that Borrower could have obtained. Any amounts disbursed by Lender under this Section 5 shall 
become additional debt of Borrower secured by this Security Instrument. These amounts shall bear interest 
at the Note rate from the date of disbursement and shall be payable, with such interest, upon notice from 
Lender to Borrower requesting payment. 
All insurance policies required by Lender and renewals of such policies shall be subject to Lender's 
right to disapprove such policies, shall include a standard mortgage clawe, and shall name Lender as 
mortgagee and/or as an additional loss payee. Lender shall have the right to hold the policies and renewal 
certificates. If Lender requires, Borrower shall promptly give to Lender all receipts of paid premiums and 
renewal notices. If Borrower obtains any form of insurance coverage, not otherwise required by Lender, 
for damage to, or destruction of, the Property, such policy shall include a standard mortgage clause and 
shall name Lender as mortgagee and/or as an additional loss payee. 
In the event of loss, Borrower shall give prompt notice to the insurance carrier and Lender. Lender 
may make proofofloss if not made promptly by Borrower. Unless Lender and Borrower otherwise agree 
in writing, any insurance proceeds, whether or not the underlying insurance was required by Lender, shall 
be applied to restoration or repair of the Property, if the restoration or repair is economically feasible and 
Lender's security is not lessened. During such repair and restoration period, Lender shall have the right to 
bold such insurance proceeds until Lender has had an opportunity to inspect such Property to ensure the 
work bas been completed to Lender's satisfaction, provided that such inspection shall be undertaken 
promptly. Lender may disburse proceeds for the repairs and restoration in a single payment or in a series 
of progress payments as the work is completed. Unless an agreement is made in writing or Applicable Law 
requires interest to be paid on such insurance proceeds, Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower any 
interest or earnings on such proceeds. Fees for public adjusters, or other third parties, retained by 
Borrower shall not be paid out of the insurance proceeds and shall be the sole obligation of Borrower. If 
the restoration or repair is not economically feasible or Lender's security would be lessened, the insurance 
proceeds shall be applied to the sums secured by this Security Instrument, whether or not then due, with 
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the excess, if any, paid to Borrower. Such insurance proceeds shall be applied in the order provided for in 
Section 2. 
If Borrower abandons the Property, Lender may file, negotiate and settle any available insurance 
claim and related matters. If Borrower does not respond within 30 days to a notice from Lender that the 
insurance carrier has offered to settle a claim, then Lender may negotiate and settle the claim. The 30-day 
period will begin when the notice is given. In either event, or if Lender acquires the Property under 
Section 22 or otherwise, Borrower hereby assigns to Lender (a) Borrower's rights to any insurance 
proceeds in an amount not to exceed the amounts unpaid under the Note or this Security Instrument, and 
(b) any other of Borrower's rights (other than the right to any refund of unearned premiums paid by 
Borrower) under all insurance policies covering the Property, insofar as such rights are applicable to the 
coverage of the Property. Lender may use the insurance proceeds either to repair or restore the Property or 
to pay amounts unpaid under the Note or this Security Instrument, whether or not then due: 
6. Occupancy. Borrower shall occupy, establish, and use the Property as Borrower's principal 
residence within 60 days after the execution of this Security Instrument and shall continue to occupy the 
Property as Borrower's principal residence for at least one year after the date of occupancy, unless Lender 
otherwise agrees in writing, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld, or unless extenuating 
circumstances exist which are beyond Borrower's control. 
7. Preservation, Maintenance and Protection of the Property; Inspections. Borrower shall not 
destroy, damage or impair the Property, allow the Property to deteriorate or commit waste on the 
Property. Whether or not Borrower is residing in the Property, Borrower shall maintain the Property in 
order to prevent the Property from deteriorating or decreasing in value due to its condition. Unless it is 
determined pursuant to Section 5 that repair or restoration is not economically feasible, Borrower shall 
promptly repair the Property if damaged to avoid further deterioration or damage. If insurance or 
condemnation proceeds are paid in connection with damage to, or the taking of, the Property, Borrower 
shall be responsible for repairing or restoring the Property only if Lender has released proceeds for such 
purposes. Lender may disburse proceeds for the repairs and restoration in a single payment or in a series of 
progress payments as the work is completed. If the insurance or condemnation proceeds are not sufficient 
to repair or restore the Property, Borrower is not relieved of Borrower's obligation for the completion of 
such repair or restoration. 
Lender or its agent may make reasonable entries upon and inspections of the Property. If it has 
reasonable cause, Lender may inspect the interior of the improvements on the Property. Lender shall give 
Borrower notice at the time of or prior to such an interior inspection specifying such reasonable cause. 
8. Borrower's Loan Application. Borrower shall be in default if, during the Loan application 
process, Borrower or any persons or entities acting at the direction of Borrower or with Borrower's 
knowledge or consent gave materially false, misleading, or inaccurate information or statements to Lender 
(or failed to provide Lender with material information) in connection with the Loan. Material 
representations include, but are not limited to, representations concerning Borrower's occupancy of the 
Property as Borrower's principal residence. 
9. Protection of Lender's Interest in the Property and Rights Under this Security Instrument. If 
(a) Borrower fails to perform the covenants and agreements contained in this Security lnstrument, (b) there 
is a legal proceeding that might significantly affect Lender's interest in the Property and/or rights under 
this Security Instrument (such as a proceeding in bankruptcy, probate, for condemnation or forfeiture, for 
enforcement of a lien which may attain priority over this Security Instrument or to enforce laws or 
regulations), or (c) Borrower has abandoned the Property, then Lender may do and pay for whatever is 
reasonable or appropriate to protect Lender's interest in the Property and rights under this Security 
Instrument, including protecting and/or assessing the value of the Property, and securing and/or repairing 
the Property. Lender's actions can include, but are not limited to: (a) paying any sums secured by a lien 
which has priority over this Security Instrument; (b) appearing in court; and (c) paying reasonable 
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attorneys' fees to protect its interest in the Property and/orrights under this Security Instrument, including its secured position in a bankruptcy proceeding. Securing the Property includes, but is not limited to, entering the Property to make repairs, change locks, replace or board up doors and windows, drain water from pipes, eliminate building or other code violations or dangerous conditions, and have utilities turned on or off. Although Lender may take action under this Section 9, Lender does not have to do so and is not under any duty or obligation to do so. It is agreed that Lender incurs no liability for not taking any or all actions autborized under this Section 9. 
Any amounts disbursed by Lender under this Section 9 shall become additional debt of Borrower secured by tbis Security Instrument. These amounts shall bear interest at the Note rate from the date of disbursement and shall be payable, with such interest, upon notice from Lender to Borrower requesting payment. 
If this Security Instrument is on a leasehold, Borrower shall comply with all the provisions of the lease. If Borrower acquires fee title to the Property, the leasehold and the fee title shall not merge unless Lender agrees to tbe merger in writing. 
10. Mortgage Insurance. If Lender required Mortgage Insurance as a condition of making the Loan, Borrower shall pay the premiums required to maintain the Mortgage Insurance in effect. lf, for any reason, the Mortgage Insurance coverage required by Lender ceases to be available from the mortgage insurer that previously provided such insurance and Borrower was required to make separately designated payments toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance, Borrower shall pay the premiums required to obtain coverage substantially equivalent to the Mortgage Insurance previously in effect, at a cost substantially equivalent to the cost to Borrower of the Mortgage Insurance previously in effect, from an alternate mortgage insurer selected by Lender. If substantially equivalent Mortgage Insurance coverage is not available, Borrower shall continue to pay to Lender the amount of the separately designated payments that were due when the insurance coverage ceased to be in effect. Lender will accept, use and retain these payments as a non-refundable Joss reserve in lieu of Mortgage Insurance. Such loss reserve shall be non-refundable, notwithstanding the fact that the Loan is ultimately paid in full, and Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on such loss reserve. Lender can no longer require loss reserve payments if Mortgage Insurance coverage (in tbe amount and for the period that Lender requires) provided by an insurer selected by Lender again becomes available, is obtained, and Lender requires separately designated payments toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance. If Lender required Mortgage Insurance as a condition of making the Loan and Borrower was required to make separately designated payments toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance, Borrower shall pay the premiums required to maintain Mortgage Insurance in effect, or to provide a non-refundable loss reserve, until Lender's requirement for Mortgage Insurance ends in accordance with any written agreement between Borrower and Lender providing for such termination or until tennination is required by Applicable Law. Nothing in this Section IO affects Borrower's obligation to pay interest at the rate provided in the Note. 
Mortgage Insurance reimburses Lender (or any entity that purchases the Note) for certain losses it may incur if Borrower does not repay the Loan as agreed. Borrower is not a party to the Mortgage Insurance. 
Mortgage insurers evaluate their total risk on all such insurance in force from time to time, and may enter into agreements with other parties that share or modify tbeir risk, or reduce losses. These agreements are on terms and conditions that are satisfactory to the mortgage insurer and the otber party (or parties) to these agreements. These agreements may require the mortgage insurer to make payments using any source offi.mds that the mortgage insurer may have available (which may include funds obtained from Mortgage Insurance premiums). 
As a result of these agreements, Lender, any purchaser of the Note, another insurer, any reinsurer, any other entity, or any affiliate of any of the foregoing, may receive (directly or indirectly) amounts that derive from (or might be characterized as) a portion of Borrower's payments for Mortgage Insurance, in exchange for sharing or modifying the mortgage insurer's risk, or reducing losses. If such agreement provides that an affiliate of Lender takes a share of the insurer's risk in exchange for a share of the premiums paid to the insurer, the arrangement is often termed "captive reinsurance." Further: (a) Any such agreements will not affect the amounts that Borrower has agreed to pay for Mortgage Insurance, or any other terms of the Loan. Such agreements will not increase the amount Borrower will owe for Mortgage Insurance, and they will not entitle Borrower to any refund. 
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(b) Any such agreements will not affect the rights Borrower bas - if any - with respect to the 
Mortgage Insurance under the Homeowners Protection Act of 1998 or any other law. These rights 
may include the right to receive certain disclosures, to request and obtain cancellation of the 
Mortgage Insurance, to have the Mortgage Insurance terminated automatically, and/or to receive a 
refund of any Mortgage Insurance premiums that were unearned at the time of such cancellation or 
termination. 
11. Assignment of Miscellaneous Proceeds; Forfeiture. All Miscellaneous Proceeds are hereby 
assigned to and shall be paid to Lender. 
If the Property is damaged, such Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be applied to restoration or repair of 
the Property, if the restoration or repair is economically feasible and Lender's security is not lessened. 
During such repair and restoration period, Lender shall have the right to hold such Miscellaneous Proceeds 
until Lender has had an opportunity to inspect such Property to ensure the work has been completed to 
Lender's satisfaction, provided that such inspection shall be undertaken promptly. Lender may pay for the 
repairs and restoration in a single disbursement or in a series of progress payments as the work is 
completed. Unless an agreement is made in writing or Applicable Law requires interest to be paid on such 
Miscellaneous Proceeds, Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on such 
Miscellaneous Proceeds. If the restoration or repair is not economically feasible or Lender's security would 
be lessened, the Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be applied to the sums secured by this Security Instrument, 
whether or not then due, with the excess, if any, paid to Borrower. Such Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be 
applied in the order provided for in Section 2. 
In the event of a total taking, destruction, or loss in value of the Property, the Miscellaneous 
Proceeds shall be applied to the sums secured by this Security Instrument, whether or not then due, with 
the excess, if any, paid to Borrower. . 
In the event of a partial taking, destruction, or loss in value of the Property in which the fair market 
value of the Property immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or loss in value is equal to or 
greater than the amount of the sums secured by this Security Instrument immediately before the partial 
taking, destruction, or loss in value, unless Borrower and Lender otherwise agree in writing, the sums 
secured by this Security Instrument shall be reduced by the amount of the Miscellaneous Proceeds 
multiplied by the following fraction: (a) the total amount of the sums secured immediately before the 
partial taking, destruction, or loss in value divided by (b) the fair market value of the Property 
immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or loss in value. Any balance shall be paid to Borrower. 
In the event of a partial taking, destruction, or loss in value of the Property in which the fair market 
value of the Property immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or loss in value is less than the 
amount of the sums secured immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or loss in value, unless 
Borrower and Lender otherwise agree in writing, the Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be applied to the sums 
secured by this Security Instrument whether or not the sums are then due. 
If the Property is abandoned by Borrower, or if, after notice by Lender to Borrower that the 
Opposing Party (as defined in the next sentence) offers to make an award to settle a claim for damages, 
Borrower fails to respond to Lender within 30 days after the date the notice is given, Lender is authorized 
to collect and apply the Miscellaneous Proceeds either to restoration or repair of the Property or to the 
sums secured by this Security Instrument, whether or not then due. "Opposing Party" means the third party 
that owes Borrower Miscellaneous Proceeds or the party against whom Borrower has a right of action in 
regard to Miscellaneous Proceeds. 
Borrower shall be in default if any action or proceeding, whether civil or criminal, is begun that, in 
Lender's judgment, could result in forfeiture of the Property or other material impairment of Lender's 
interest in the Property or rights under this Security Instrument. Borrower can cure such a default and, if 
acceleration has occurred, reinstate as provided in Section 19, by causing the action or proceeding to be 
dismissed with a ruling that, in Lender's judgment, precludes forfeiture of the Property or other material 
impairment of Lender's interest in the Property or rights under this Security Instrument. The proceeds of 
any award or claim for damages that are attributable to the impairment of Lender's interest in the Property 
are hereby assigned and shall be paid to Lender. 
All Miscellaneous Proceeds that are not applied to restoration or repair of the Property shall be 
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12. Borrower Not Released; Forbearance By Lender Not a Waiver. Extension of the time for 
payment or modification of amortization of the sums secured by this Security Instrument granted by Lender 
to Borrower or any Successor in lntcrest of Borrower shall not operate to release the liability of Borrower 
or any Successors in Interest of Borrower. Lender shall not be required to commence proceedings against 
any Successor in lnterest of Borrower or to refuse to extend time for payment or otherwise modify 
amortization of the sums secured by this Security Instrument by reaBon of any demand made by the original 
Borrower or any Successors in Interest of Borrower. Any forbearance by Lender in exercising any right or 
remedy including, without limitation, Lender's acceptance of payments from third persons, entities or 
Successors in lnterest of Borrower or in amow1ts less than the amount then due, shall not be a waiver of or 
preclude the exercise of any right or remedy. 
13. Joint and Several Liability; Co-signers; Successors and Assigns Bound. Borrower covenants 
and agrees that Borrower's obligations and liability shall be joint and several. However, any Borrower who 
co-signs this Security Instrument but does not execute the Note (a "co-signer"): (a) is co-signing this 
Security Instrument only to mortgage, grant and convey the co-signer's interest in the Property under the 
terms of this Security Instrument; (b) is not personally obligated to pay the sums secured by this Security 
Instrument; and (c) agrees that Lender and any other Borrower can agree to extend, morufy, forbear or 
make any accommodations with regard to the tenns of this Security Instrument or the Note without the 
co-signer's consent. 
Subject to the provisions of Section 18, any Successor in Interest of Borrower who assumes 
Borrower's obligations under this Security Instrument in writing, and is approved by Lender, shall obtain 
all of Borrower's rights and benefits under this Security Instrument. Borrower shall not be released from 
Borrower's obligations and liability under this Security Instrument unless Lender agrees to such release in 
writing. The covenants and agreements of this Security Instrument shall bind (except as provided in 
Section 20) and benefit the successors and assigns of Lender. 
14. Loan Charges. Lender may charge Borrower fees for services performed in connection with 
Borrower's default, for the purpose of protecting Lender's interest in the Property and rights under this 
Security Instrument, including, but not limited to, attorneys' fees, property inspection and valuation fees. 
In regard to any other fees, the absence of express authority in this Security Instrwnent to charge a specific 
fee to Borrower shall not be construed as a prohibition on the charging of such fee. Lender may not charge 
fees that are expressly prohibited by this Security Instrument or by Applicable Law. 
If the Loan is subject to a law which sets maximum loan charges, and that law is finally interpreted so 
that the interest or other loan charges collected or to be collected in connection with the Loan exceed the 
permitted limits, then: (a) any such loan charge shall be reduced by the amount necessary to reduce the 
charge to the permitted limit; and (b) any sums already collected from Borrower which exceeded permitted 
limits will be refunded to Borrower. Lender may choose to make this refund by reducing the principal 
owed under the Note or by making a direct payment to Borrower. If a refund reduces principal, the 
reduction will be treated as a partial prepayment without any prepayment charge (whether or not a 
prepayment charge is provided for under the Note). Borrower's acceptance of any such refund made by 
direct payment to Borrower will const.itute a waiver of any right of action Borrower might have arising out 
of such overcharge. 
15. Notices. All notices given by Borrower or Lender in connection with this Security Instrument 
must be in writing. Any notice to Borrower in connection with this Security Instrument shall be deemed to 
have been given to Borrower when mailed by first class mail or when actually delivered to Borrower's 
notice address if sent by other means. Notice to any one Borrower shall constitute notice to all Borrowers 
unless Applicable Law expressly requires otherwise. The notice address shall be the Property Address 
unless Borrower has designated a substitute notice address by notice to Lender. Bouower shall promptly 
notify Lender of Borrower's change of address. lf Lender specifies a procedure for reporting Borrower's 
change of address, then Borrower shall only report a change of address through that specified procedure. 
There may be only one designated notice address under this Security Instrument at any one time. Any 
notice to Lender shall be given by delivering it or by mailing it by first class mail to Lender's address 
stated herein unless Lender has designated another address by notice to Borrower. Any notice in 
connection with this Security Instrument shall not be deemed to liave been given to Lender until actually 
received by Lender. If any notice required by this Security Instrument is also required under Applicable 
Law, the Applicable Law requirement will satisfy the corresponding requirement under this Security 
Instrument. 
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16. Governing Law; Severabllity; Rules of Construction. This Security Instrument shall be 
governed by federal law and the law of the jurisdiction in which the Property is located. All rights and 
obligations contained in this Security Instrument are subject to any requirements and limitations of 
Applicable Law. Applicable Law might explicitly or implicitly allow the parties to agree by contract or it 
might be silent, but such silence shall not be construed as a prohibition against agreement by contract. In 
the event that any provision or clause of this Security Instrument or the Note conflicts with Applicable 
Law, such conflict shall not affect other provisions of this Security Instrument or the Note which can be 
given effect without the conflicting provision. 
As used in this Security Instrument: (a) words of the masculine gender shall mean and include 
corresponding neuter words or words of the feminine gender; (b) words in the singular shall mean and 
include the plural and vice versa; and (c) the word "may" gives sole discretion without any obligation to 
take any action. 
17. Borrower's Copy. Borrower shall be given one copy of the Note and of this Security Instrument. 
18. Transfer of the Property or a Beneficial Interest in Borrower. As used in this Section 18, 
"Interest in the Property" means any legal or beneficial interest in the Property, including, but not limited 
to, those beneficial interests transferred in a bond for deed, contract for deed, installment sales contract or 
escrow agreement, the intent of which is the transfer of title by Borrower at a future date to a purchaser. 
If all or any part of the Property or any lnterest in the Property is sold or transferred ( or if Borrower 
is not a natural person and a beneficial interest in Borrower is sold or transferred) without Lender's prior 
written consent, Lender may require immediate payment in full of all sums secured by this Security 
Instrument. However, this option shall not be exercised by Lender if such exercise is prohibited by 
Applicable Law. 
If Lender exercises this option, Lender shall give Borrower notice of acceleration. The notice shall 
provide a period of not less than 30 days from the date the notice is given in accordance with Section 15 
within which Borrower must pay all sums secured by this Security Instnunent. If Borrower fails to pay 
these sums prior to the expiration of this period, Lender may invoke any remedies permitted by this 
Security Instrument without further notice or demand on Borrower. 
19. Borrower's Right to Reinstate After Acceleration. lfBorrower meets certain conditions, 
Borrower shall have the right to have enforcement of this Security Instrument discontinued at any time 
prior to the earliest of: (a) five days before sale of the Property pursuant to any power of sale contained in 
this Security Instrument; (b) such other period as Applicable Law might specify for the tennination of 
Borrower's right to reinstate; or (c) entry of a judgment enforcing this Security Instrument. Those 
conditions are that Borrower: (a) pays Lender all sums which then would be due under this Security 
Instrument and the Note as ifno acceleration had occurred; (b) cures any default of any other covenants or 
agreements; (c) pays all expenses incurred in enforcing this Security Instrument, including, but not limited 
to, reasonable attorneys' fees, property inspection and valuation fees, and other fees incurred for the 
purpose of protecting Lender's interest in the Property and rights under this Security Instrument; and ( d) 
takes such action as Lender may reasonably require to assure that Lender's interest in the Property and 
rights under this Security Instrument, and Borrower's obligation to pay the snms secured by this Security 
Instrument, shall continue unchanged. Lender may require that Borrower pay such reinstatement sums and 
expenses in one or more of the following forms, as selected by Lender: (a) cash; (b) money order; (c) 
certified check, bank check, treasurer's check or cashier's check, provided any such check is drawn upon 
an institution whose deposits are insured by a federal agency, instrumentality or entity; or (d) Electronic 
Funds Transfer. Upon reinstatement by Borrower, this Security Instrument and obligations secured hereby 
shall remain fully effective as ifno acceleration had occurred. However, this right to reinstate shall not 
apply in the case of acceleration under Section 18. 
20. Sale of Note; Change of Loan Servicer; Notice of Grievance. The Note or a partial interest in 
the Note (together with this Security lnstrument) can be sold one or more times without prior notice to 
Borrower. A sale might result in a change in the entity (known as the "Loan Servicer") that collects 
Periodic Payments due under the Note and this Security Instrument and performs other mortgage loan 
servicing obligations under the Note, this Security Instrument, and Applicable Law. There also might be 
one or more changes of the Loan Servicer unrelated to a sale of the Note. Ifthere is a change of the Loan 
Servicer, Borrower will be given written notice of the change which will state the name and address of the 
new Loan Servicer, the address to which payments should be made and any other information RESP A 
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requires in connection with a notice of transfer of servicing. If the Note is sold and thereafter the Loan is 
serviced by a Loan Servicer other than the purchaser of the Note, the mortgage loan servicing obligations 
to Borrower will remain with the Loan Servicer or be transferred to a successor Loan Servicer and are not 
assumed by the Note purchaser unless otherwise provided by the Note purchaser. 
Neither Borrower nor Lender may commence, join, or be joined to any judicial action (as either an 
individual litigant or the member of a class) that arises from the other party's actions pursuant to this 
Security Instrument or th.at alleges that the other party has breached any provision of, or any duty owed by 
reason of, this Security Instrument, until such Borrower or Lender has notified the other party (with such 
notice given in compliance with the requirements of Section 15) of such alleged breach and afforded the 
other party hereto a reasonable period after the giving of such notice to take corrective action. If 
Applicable Law provides a time period which must elapse before certain action can be taken, that time 
period will be deemed to be reasonable for purposes of this paragraph. The notice of acceleration and 
opportunity to cure given to Borrower pursuant to Section 22 and the notice of acceleration given to 
Borrower pursuant to Section 18 shall be deemed to satisfy the notice and opportunity to take corrective 
action provisions of this Section 20. 
21. Hazardous Substances. As used in this Section 21: (a) "Hazardous Substances" are those 
substances defined as toxic or hazardous substances, pollutants, or wastes by Environmental Law and the 
following substances: gasoline, kerosene, other flammable or toxic petroleum products, toxic pesticides 
and herbicides, volatile solvents, materials containing asbestos or formaldehyde, and radioactive materials; 
(b) "Environmental Law" means federal laws and laws of the jurisdiction where the Property is located that 
relate to health, safety or environmental protection; (c) "Environmental Cleanup" includes any response 
action, remedial action, or removal action, as defined in Environmental Law; and (d) an "Environmental 
Condition" means a condition that can cause, contribute to, or otherwise trigger an Environmental 
Cleanup. 
Borrower shall not cause or permit the presence, use, disposal, storage, or release of any Hazardous 
Substances, or threaten to release any Hazardous Substances, on or in the Property. Borrower shall not do, 
nor allow anyone else to do, anything affecting the Property (a) that is in violation of any Environmental 
Law, (b) which creates an Environmental Condition, or (c) which, due to the presence, use, or release ofa 
Hazardous Substance, creates a condition that adversely affects the value of the Property. The preceding 
two sentences shall not apply to the presence, use, or storage on the Property of small quantities of 
Hazardous Substances that are generally recognized to be appropriate to normal residential uses and to 
maintenance of the Property (including, but not limited to, hazardous substances in consumer products). 
Borrower shall promptly give Lender written notice of (a) any investigation, claim, demand, lawsuit 
or other action by any goverrunental or regulatory agency or private party involving the Property and any 
Hazardous Substance or Environmental Law of which Borrower has actual knowledge, (b) any 
Environmental Condition, including but not limited to, any spilling, leaking, discharge, release or threat of 
release of any Hazardous Substance, and (c) any condition caused by the presence, use or release ofa 
Hazardous Substance which adversely affects the value of the Property. If Borrower learns, or is notified 
by any governmental or regulatory authority, or any private party, that any removal or other remediation 
of any Hazardous Substance affecting the Property is necessary, Borrower shall promptly take all necessary 
remedial actions in accordance with Environmental Law. Nothing herein shall create any obligation on 
Lender for an Environmental Cleanup. 
•·6(1D) (DOD5) 
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NON-UNIFORM COVENANTS. Borrower and Lender further covenant and agree as follows: 
22. Acceleration; Remedies. Lender shall give notice to Borrower prior to acceleration following 
Borrower's breach of any covenant or agreement in this Security Instrument (but not prior to 
acceleration under Section 18 unless Applicable Law provides otherwise). The notice shall specify: (a) 
the default; (b) the action required to cure the default; (c) a date, not less than 30 days from the date 
the notice is given to Borrower, by which the default must be cured; and (d) that failure to cure the 
default on or before the date specified in the notice may remit in acceleration of the snms secured by 
this Security Instrument and sale of the Property. The notice shall further inform Borrower of the 
right to reinstate after acceleration and the right to bring a court action to assert the non-existence of 
a default or any other defense of Borrower to acceleration and sale. If the default is not cured on or 
before the date specified in the notice, Lender at its option may require immediate payment in full of 
all sums secured by this Security Instrument without further demand and may invoke the power of 
sale and any other remedies permitted by Applicable Law. Lender shall be entitled to collect all 
expenses incurred in pursuing the remedies provided in this Section 22, including, but not limited to, 
reasonable attorneys' fees and costs of title evidence. 
If Lender invokes the power of sale, Lender shall execute or cause Trustee to execute written 
notice of the occurrence of an event of default and of Lender's election to cause the Property to be 
sold, and shall cause such notice to be recorded in each county in which any part of the Property is 
located. Lender or Trustee shall mail copies of the notice as prescribed by Applicable Law to 
Borrower and to other persons prescribed by Applicable Law. Trustee shall give public notice of sale 
to the persons and in the manner prescribed by Applicable Law. After the time required by 
Applicable Law, Trustee, without demand on Borrower, shall sell the Property at public auction to 
the highest bidder at the time and place and under the terms designated in the notice of sale in one or 
more parcels and in any order Trustee determines. Trustee may postpone sale of all or any parcel of 
the Property by public announcement at the time and place of any previously scheduled sale. Lender 
or its designee may purchase the Property at any sale. 
Trustee shall deliver to the purchaser Trustee's deed conveying the Property without any 
covenant or warranty, expressed or implied. The recitals in the Trustee's deed shall be prima fade 
evidence of the truth of the statements made therein. Trustee shall apply the proceeds of the sale in 
the following order: (a) to all expenses of the sale, including, but not limited to, reasonable Trustee's 
and attorneys' fees; (b) to all sums secured by this Security Instrument; and (c) any excess to the 
person or persons legally entitled to it. 
23. Reconveyance. Upon payment of all sums secured by this Security Instrument, Lender shall 
request Trustee to reconvey the Property and shall surrender this Security Instrument and all notes 
evidencing debt secured by this Security Instrument to Trustee. Trnstee shall reconvey the Property 
without warranty to the person or persons legally entitled to it. Such person or persons shall pay any 
recordation costs. Lender may charge such person or persons a fee for reconveying the Property, but only 
if the fee is paid to a third party (such as the Trustee) for services rendered and the charging oftbe fee is 
permitted under Applicable Law. 
24. Substitute Trustee. Lender may, for any reason or cause, from time to time remove Trustee and 
appoint a successor trustee to any Trustee appointed hereunder. Without conveyance of the Property, the 
successor trustee shall succeed to all the title, power and duties conferred upon Trustee herein and by 
Applicable Law. 
25. Area and Location of Property. Either the Property is not more than 40 acres in area or the 
Property is located within an incorporated city or village. 
@.·6{1D) (OOOSJ 
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BY SIGNING BELOW, Borrower accepts and agrees to the terms and covenants contained in this 





-Borrower Donna Niciarson 
~;(_~~ 
Charles RN ckereon (Seal) ~Borrower 
(Seal) (Seal) 
-Borrower -Borrower 
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STATE OF IDAHO, CLE.ARWATEE Connty ss: 
On this 04th dayof October, 2002 , before me, 
a Nota,y Public in and for said county and state, personally appeared , Donna Nickerson, 
Charles R Nickerson 
known or proved to me to be the person(s) who executed the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged to 
me that he/she/they executed the same. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand a 
certificate first above written. 
G-6(1D) (000,).01 
® 
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Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 




Instrument # 214459 
CLEARWATER COUNTY, OROFINO, IDAHO 
6-14-2010 02:40:55 No. of Pages: 2 
Recorded for : CCL T 
~:~~~l~
1
~~cortler Deput:&'\0 A,.'t,,,!CI~"", ~ 
Index to: ASSIGNMENT, DEED OF TRUST 
f w 
ASSIGNJVIENT OF DEED OF TRUST . - -. DEED OF tB/Q
sT NOTE 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT FOR VALUE 
RECEIVED, J.P. 
Morgan Chase Bank N.A, AS BENEFICIARY, hereinafterref
etTed to as "Assignor", does 
11ereby, vlithout recourse, sell, assign, endorse and transfer unto, PI-
III lvfortgage Corporation all 
of its right, title and interest in and to the following: 
1. That certain Deed of Trust Note in the origi,"1al amount of $285,
000.00 
and all monies and interest due or to become due thereon, which w
as executed by 
Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R Nickerson, a married person, 
and made payable to Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporaiion; 
and 
2. That certain Deed of Trust, which was executed by Donna Nicker
son, a married 
person and Charles R. Nickerson, a married person, naming First A
merican Title as Original 
Trustee, and subsequently to Just Law, Inc., as Successor Trustee, w
ith Coldwell Bank 
Mortgage, a corporation as the Beneficiary, under the Deed of
 Trust recorded October 4, 
· '.2002 as Jnstrument No. 190568, in the records of Clearwater Co
unty, Idaho. The Beneficial 
interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to J.P. Mo
rgan Chase Bank N.A., 
recorded December 20, 2007 as Instrument No. 207590; and 
3. All of that certain real property described in the Deed of Trust
 
mentioned above and wbich is described as follows: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, .Boise Meridian 




This Assignment shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the Assignor. 
Dated this 9th day of_J_u_n_e ____ ., 201..Q_. 
J.P. Morgam Chase Bank N.A. 
J(~-~~----
By Kirsten Bailey ,CJ.rice President 
) 
) ss. 
Countyof .Ouachita ) 
On this __2...th day of June 20 ---1.0, before me, the undersigned, a N ota:ry Public in and 
for the State of Louisian§ personally appeared Kirsten Bailey , known to 
me to be the Vice President of the corporation that executed this instrument or the 
perso:o. who executed tl1e instrument on behalf of said corporation and acknowledged to me that 
such corporation executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and official seal this 9th day of 
June 2010. 
Loan No. 0018154567 
~M~~ 
Notary Public for Ouach:itaPrish 
Residing at 780 Kansas Lane, Monroe, LA 
Commission expires: Lifetime 
Katrina Marie Johnson #68375 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST AND DEED OF TRUST NOTE 
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1. BORROWER'S PROMISE TO PAY ,------.. 
In return for a loan that I have received, 1 promise to pay (J':s:·"$ 2 85, o·:o o. 00 (this nount is called "Principal"), 
plus interest, to the order of the Lender. The Lender is Coldw~ll Bank,e-r Mortgage 
"·-,--- ..... ··· 
I will make all payments under this Note in the form of cash, check or money order. 
I understand that the Lender may transfer this Note. The Lender or anyone who takes this te by transfer and who is 
entitled to receive payments under this Note is called the "Note Holder." 
2, INTEREST 
Interest will be charged on uripaid principal until the full amount of Principal has been paid. I ill pay interest at a yearly 
rate of Ii .280 %; 
The interest rate required by tl:iis Section 2 is the rate I will pay both before and after any defau t described in Section 6(B) 
of this Note. \ 
J. PAYMENTS 
(A) Time and Place of Payments 
I will pay principal and interest by making a payment every month. · .,.,--\ 
I will make my monthly payment on the 01st day of each month beginning onDeoejmb r 1st; 2002 . I will 
make these payments every month until I have paid all of the principal and interest and any othe~ ch rges described below that I 
may owe under this NoJe. Each ·mGf!thly payment will be applied as of its scheduled due date 'an will be applied to interest 
before Principal. If, on/.'fovember· 1st, 2032 , I still owe amounts under this Note, I will ay those amounts in full on 
that date, which is called.J:he '.'Maturity Date." 
I will make my monthly payments at3000 Leadenhall Road Mount Laurel, NJ O 054 
or at a different place ifr quired by the Note Holder. 
(B) Amount of Monthly Payments :.:·:·--·""' 
My monthly payment will be in the amount of U.,s-: $ 1760. ~6 
4. BORROWER'S RIGHT TO PREPAY '" 
I have the right to make payments of Principal at any time before they are due. A payment of rincipal only is known as a 
"Prepayment." When I make a Prepayment, I will tell the Note Holder in writing that I am doin so. I may not designate a 
payment as a Prepayment ifl have not made all the monlhly payments due under the Note. 
I may make a full Prepayment or partial Prepayments without paying a Prepayment charge. e Note Holder will use my 
Prepayments to reduce the amount of Principal that I owe under this Note, However, the ote Holder may apply my 
Prepayment to the accrued and unpaid interest on the Prepayment amount, before applying m Prepayment to reduce the 
Principal amount of the Note. IfI make a partial Prepayment, there will be no changes in the due ate or in the amount ofmy 
monthly payment unless the Note Holder agrees in writing to those changes. 
MULTI STATE FIXED RATE NOTE-Single Family~Fannle Mao/Freddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT 
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5. LOAN CHARGES 
1f a Jaw, which applies to this loan and which sets maximum loan charges, is 
finally interpreted so that the interest or other 
loan charges collected or to be collected-in connection with this loan exceed t
he permitted limits, th : (a) any such loan charge 
shall be reduced by the amount necessary to reduce the charge to the permit
ted limit; and (b) any. urns already collected from 
me which exceeded permitted limits will be refunded to me. The Note Holde
r may choose to mak this refund by reducing the 
Principal I owe under this Note or by making a direct payment to me. If a refund red
uces Principal, e reduction will be treated 
as a partial Prepayment 
6. BORROWER'S FAILURE TO PAY AS REQUIRED 
(A) Late Charge for Overdue Payments 
If the Note Holder has not received the foll amount of any monthly paymen
t by the end ofF fteen calendar days 
after the date it is due, I will pay a late charge to the Note Holder. The amount of the
 charge will be 5 • 0 0 % of 
my overdue payment of principal and interest. I will pay this late charge promp
tly but only once on ach late payment. 
(B) Default 
lf1 do not pay the full amount of each monthly payment on the date it is du
e, I will be in defa It. 
(C) Notice of Default 
If I am in default, the Note Holder may send me a written notice telling me that if!
 do not p the overdue amount by a 
certain date, the Note Holder may require me to pay immediately the full amo
unt of Principal whi h has not been paid and all 
the interest that I owe on that amount. That date-must be at least 30 days aft
er the date on which t 1e notice is mailed to me or 
delivered by other means. 
(D) No Waiver By Note Holder 
E-ven if, at a time when I am in default, the Note Holder does not require
 me to pay imme 
above, the Note Holder will still have the right to do so if I am in default at a later ti
me. 
(E) Payment of Note Holder's Costs and Expenses 
If the Note Holder has required me to pay immediately in full as described abo
ve, the Note 
be paid back byme for all of its costs and expenses in enforcing this Note to the ext
ent not prohibit 
expenses include, for example, reasonable attorneys' fees. 
7. GIVING OF NOTICES 
iately in full as described 
Ider will have the right to 
by applicable law. Those 
Unless applicable law requires a different method, any notice that must b
e given to me under this Note will be given by 
delivering it or by mailing it by first class mail to me at the Property Addres
s above or at a differe t address if I give the Note 
Holder a notice ofmy different address. 
Any notice that must be given to the Note Holder under this Note will b
e given by deliverin it or by mailing it by first 
class mail to the Note Holder at the address stated in Section 3(A) above or 
at a different address· I am given a notice of that 
different address. 
8. OBLIGATIONS OF PERSONS UNDER THIS NOTE 
If more than one person signs this Note, each person is fully and personally obli
gated to keep 11 of the promises made in 
this Note, including the promise to pay the full amount owed. Any person w
ho is a guarantor, sure or endorser of this Note is 
also obligated to do these things. Any person who takes over these obligatio
ns, including the oblig tions of a guarantor, surety 
or endorser of this Note, is also obligated to keep all of the promises made in
 this Note, The Note older may enforce its rights 
under this Note against each person individually or against all of us together
. This means that any ne of us may be required to 
pay all of the amounts owed under this Note. 
9. WAIVERS 
I and any other person who has obligations under this Note waive the 
rights of Presentme t and Notice of Dishonor. 
"Presentment" means the right to require the Note Holder to demand paymen
t of amounts due. ''N ·ce of Dishonor" means the 
right to require the Note Holder to give notice to other penons that amounts d
ue have not been paid 
0 -5N 1ooosJ.02 
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10. UNIFORM SECURED NOTE 
This Note is a uniform instrument with limited variations in some jurisdictions. In addition to he protections given to the 
Note Holder under this Note, a Mortgage, Deed of Trust, or Security Deed (the "Security lnstrum nt"), dated the same date as 
this Note, protects the Note Holder from possible losses which might result ifl do not keep the pr mises which I make in this 
Note. That Security Instrument describes how and under what conditions I may be required to mak immediate payment in full 
of all amounts I owe under this Note. Some of those conditions are described as follows: 
If all or any part of the Property or any Interest in the Property is sold or transferred (or if Borrower is 
not a natural person and a beneficial interest in Borrower is sold or transferred) without L9nder's prior written 
consent, Lender may require immediate payment in fuii of all sums secured by this S curity Instrument. 
However, this option shall not be exercised by Lender if such exercise is prohibited by Ap licable Law. 
If Lender exercises this option, Lender shall give Borrower notice of acceleratio . The notice shall 
provide a period of not less than 30 days from the date the notice is given in accordan e with Section 15 
within which Borrower must pay all snms secured by this Security Instrument. If Borrow r fails to pay these 
sums prior to the expiration of this period, Lender may invoke any remedies permit! d by this Security 
Instrument without further notice or demand on Borrower. 
WITNESS THE HAND(S) AND SEAL(S) OF THE UNDERSIGNED. 
_1..=~"""-~-'7.=-"--1-------(Seal) 
-Bottowi=:r 
________________ (Seal) ---------+-------(Seal) 
-Borrower -Borrower 
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SIGNATURE/NAME AFFIDAVIT 
DATE: Octobar 4th, 2002 
LOAN#: 001Bl54567 
BORROWER: Donna Nickerson, Charles R Nickerson 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT MY LEGAL SIGNATURE IS AS WRITTEN AND TYPED BELO . 
(This signature must exactly match signatures on the Note and Mortgage or Deed of Tru t.) 
Charles R Nickerson 
(Print or Type Name) 
(If applicable, complete the following.) 
I AM ALSO KNOWN AS: 
~LAl,-~~'.,;~k=-r~~ ... c--co~l'l.-_______ _ 
(Prinl or Type Name) 
(Print or Type Name) 
(Print or Type Name) 




and that ; V re.Ji A/ 1 ef <Vv5ti n 4 (] l1 u,l 16 f JV id 
and the same person. 
State/Commonwealth of ID 
County/Parish of CLEARWATER 
. are one 
County/Parish of CLEARWAT 
0 
,,/ 
My Commission Expires: /.,;,, ~ f;'-6 
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SIGNATURE/NAME AFFIDAVIT 
DATE: October 4th, 2002 
LOAN #: o o 181545 67 
BORROWER: Donna Nickerson, Charles R Nickerson 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT MY LEGAL SIGNATURE IS AS WRITIEN AND TYPED BELO . 
(Tt1is signature must exactly match signatures on the Note and Mortgage or Deed of Tru t.) 
Donna Nickerson 
·, (Print or Type Name) 
(If applicable, complete the following.) 
I AM ALSO KNOWN AS: 
(Print or Type Name) 
(Print or Type Name) 
(Print or Type Name) 




and that DD Vl Yl /tJ L. /Vicllr2,&11\. l)ov1 V) J4 fV;{l~l ~rs~ 
and the same person. 
State/Commonwealth of ID a 
County/Parish of CLEARWATER / ,4/L/ 
-;-/ 6 i4 !) /lt? I),') 
Subscribed and sworn (affirmed} before me / ?1 <i Y 7 
this 04th day of October 
ry ublic in and for 
the State/Commonwealth of 
County/Parish of CLEARWATE 
My Commission Expires: &l. 








. ·; I . . ·-.· . 
/ _,;;/t!-7 cJ:J 
L./ / 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State or Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 2:!: SE1/4 NW1/4, SE1/4 SW1/4 NW1/4 
,., 
.. I 
-~ ... · 
.• , ...... . 
.. ... ··• 
'·,·.·, .. ~-.. 
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Process Screen I 998056174 - HA l\/fILTON, JAY R 
Process Screen I 9980561 
Toolbar 41 
Servicer: Flagsi:ar Bank Loan: 998056174 Inherited Vendor: Just law Office 
Prior Service Number: Add 
Vendor Ref: Add 
RID: 283116716 Investor: Fannie Mae #1674665077 
Mortgagor: HAMILTON, JAY R 
Start: 4/22/2008 Status: 
Pmcess: Foreclosure - FNMA 
Event 
1. File Referred 
To Attorney 
2. File Received 
By Attorney 










7. Final Title 
Clear 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA 
NICKERSON, HUSBAND AND WJFE; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, NA., AND JOHN DOES I 
THRUX, 
DEFENDANT (S), 
STATE OF fDAHO ) 
) ss. 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
-- w' l -{)J-' 
CASENO. CV-N 
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 
The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: That he is now and at all times herein 
mentioned was a citizen of the United States, over the age of twenty-one years, not a party to or interested in the 
above entitled action and competent to be a witness therein; 
That on FEB RU ARY 3 , 2011 , at 11 :02 AM. at the address of KN OWL TON & MILES, PLLC, 312 17TH ST ., 
LEWISTON, ID 83501 , this affiant duly served a SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT in the above-entitled action 
upon MANDERSON L. MfLES ON BEHALF OF KNOWLTON AND MILES by then and there personally 
delivering a true and correct copy thereof into the hands of and leaving same with said MANDERSON L. MILES, 
ON BEHALF OF KNOWLTON & MJLES 
!(~~ SERYrCE: ____ µ~/..:;/~---
AFF-PERS-2/05 
RENO & ASSOC IA TES 
P.O BOX 104 
LEWISTON, [D 83$01 
C: -· 
/ 
Notary Public tn and for the State ofida o, 
Residing at Lewiston, Idaho 
My commission expires: Apri l IO, 2012 
,,,,, ,111111111; 
:-~ \>- REtvol/,,-1'. 
~ ,"-,,,11111 111,,,, ~ 
~ 't .t· I&/, ~ 
~'~ -~ ~ ..::O~ ..J ~ ~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA NICKERSON 
Husband and Wife: KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; 
WELLS FARGO BANK, NA., and JOHN DOES 1 
THRU X, 
Defendant (s) . 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 




) Case No. C V-2011-28 
) 











HEATHER SMITH, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
That I am a resident of the State of Idaho. That I am over the age of eighteen years and 
not a party to this action. That on the 10TH day of February 2011 , at 1 :28pm, I served a 
copy of the SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT, upon CORPORATION SERVICE CO. 
REGISTERD AGENTS, WELLS FARGO BANK NA by delivering to and leaving with, 
MEGAN DICKSON, a person stating she is over 18 years of age, then employed for 
CORPORATION SERVICES CO. at 12550 W Explorer Dr Suite 100 Boise, Idaho .. 
~ ~ HA~~ITH 
SUBSCR16E0'•ANS~WORN to before me this 7'h day of March 2011 . 
.,,,•" A, 'i..lJvN'. •••\ 
..... . ••••••••• 'fir ,~-.··· .. \ :.>..: o~ A.R}' 
: .... : ~ .. : . ..- : : : : .,, ,.. . : : .. . '-"" . . 
\ • • •• Pus\- .• o i 
~ •. ..•~I 
~ ·" .. .. ...... " •• v, ...... ~,- .. . 
••. -1 7 L ,.J\: \ ,.,. . . ... , .. 
••••••••••••• 
Service fees: $45.00 
AFFJDA VIT OF SERVICE 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - TSB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant(s). 
Case No. CV-201 1-28 
MOTION FOR SERVICE BY 
PUBLICATION AS TO CHARLES 
~1CKERS0N AND DONNA 
NICKERSON 
Plaintiff, PHH Mo1tgage, through its attorney of record, hereby moves the Court for an 
Order for Service by Publication. This motion is supported by the Affidavit of Jason R. 
Rammcll, Esq., filed in conjunction with the motion. 
Plaintiff requests that the Court enter an Order for Service by Publication. 
~ 
Dated tbi~ day of May, 201 1. 
Motion to Publish - Page 1 
File #10650 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mo11gage 
1·. 
dl.' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES 1 
thru X, 
Defendant s . 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR SERVICE BY 
PUBLICATION 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am the attorney retained by Plaintiffs in this matter. 
2. The above action was commenced on the 10th day of January, 2011 by the filing 
of a complaint in this Com1. 
3. The last known address of the Defendant's, Charles Nickerson and Donna 
Nickerson, is 2165 Nedd Road, Orofino, Idaho. A process server has attempted service at this 
Affidavit in Support of Motion to Publish - Page 1 
File #10650 
51
address on 2/5/201 1 and 4/7/2011 but was unsuccessful. Declaration of Attempted Service is 
attached as Exhibit "A". 
4. An additional search for the Defendants resulted in a possible address of 174 
Highway 11, Orofino. Service was attempted at that address but was unsuccessful. Declaration 
of Attempted Service is attached as Exhibit "B". 
5. Our office was infonned of an address of2610 Montana 200 Highway, Wolf 
Creek, Montana as a possible address where the Defendants may be residing but after further 
investigation this address cannot be confirmed as viable. 
6. Other attempts to locate employment and a place of residence have been 
unsuccessful. 
Dated thidaayofMay, 201~~~;.L:.~ ~ ·~=====::._ _ _ 
'----1~ q 
Attorney for Vanderbilt Mortgage and 
Finance, Inc 
SUBSCRJBE AND SWORN TO before me thi~ ~ ay of /) ';J , 2011. 
, ~  Lkuk 
Notary Public for ldaho 
Residing at: 
Affidavit in Support of Motion to Publish - Page 2 
File #10650 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND mDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA 
NICKERSON, HUSBAND AND WIFE; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, NA., AND JOHN DOES I 
THRUX, 
DEFENDANT (S), 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
DECLARATION OF 
ATTEMPTED SERVICE 
The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: That he is now and at all times herein 
mentioned was a citizen of the United States, over the age of twenty-one years, not a party to or interested in the 
above-entitled action and competent to be a witness therein; 
DECLARATION OF ATTEMPTS 
I declare the following attempts were made to effect service : 
1. 2/5/2011-4:08 P.M. -ATTEMPTED TO SERVE THE NICKERSONS AT 2165 NEFF ROAD, 
OROFINO, ID 83544-GATE TO PROPERTY WAS PADLOCKED AND IT APPEARED THAT NO 
ONE HAD DRIVEN IN THERE FOR QUITE SOME TIME. - CHECKED WlTH A NEIGHBOR WHO 
ADVISED ME THAT SHE HAD NOT SEEN THE NICKERSON'S COMING OR GOING FOR A 
LONG TIME BUT THOUGHT SOME ONE WAS CHECKING ON THE PLACE EVERY COUPLE 
OF WEEKS. SHE THINKS THAT THEY HAD GONE BACK TO T~O LOCATE 
THEM FOR SERVICE. ~~ . 
E. L. RENO, PROCESS SERVER 
~-J ( SUBCRIBED AND SWORN to before 
Notary Public in and for the State ofldaho, 
Residing at Lewiston, Idaho 
SERVICE: $ CJ g'~ 
My commission expires: April 10, 2012 
RENO & ASSOCIATES 
P.O. BOX 104 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA 
NICKERSON, HUSBAND AND WIFE; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
THRUX, 
DEFENDANT (S), 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
DECLARATION OF 
ATTEMPTED SERVICE 
The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: That he is now and at all times herein 
mentioned was a citizen of the United States, over the age of twenty-one years, not a party to or interested in the 
above-entitled action and competent to be a witness therein; 
DECLARATION OF ATTEMPTS 
I declare the following attempts were made to effect service : 
1. 3/10/2011-5:14 P.M. -ATTEMPTED SERVICES ON MR. &MRS. NICKERSON AT 174 
HIGHWAY 11, OROFINO, IDAHO - NO ONE WAS HOME. I CHECKED WITH A NEIGHBOR 
WHO HAS LIVED THERE FOR 19 YEARS AND REPORTS THAT HE DOES NOT KNOW THE 
NICKERSON'S AND SAYS A YOUNG WOMAN LIVES THERE WHO TAKES CARE OF AN 
ELDERLY WOMAN THAT LIVES NEXT DOOR. 
2. 4/7/2011 - 5:55 P.M. - TRIED OLD ADDRESS OF 3165 NEFF ROAD, OROFINO, ID- STIL HAS 
NOT BEEN ANYONE AROUND FOR COUPLE MONTHS. - UNABLE TO LOCATE FO 
SERVICE :\\\11111///// 
>.\"\ E. t-1. R/11//. .::!' ~~~''"111J11,,,,/i'o~ 
~ <.)~' /~ ~ 
.:::i ~ ~ ~ ....,., - ...... .-,-
::::: l NOTARY g ~ 
_ ~ p§ffl1~D ~ND SWORN to befo 
-:::~ ~~ -:;.: ~ ~o .::::-;;::.: u'I /11 ).\~)."'. ~ 
~ ~'111111111\\\\\ ~-~ 
'//jJ.,.~ OF \0 ,\'-
111///fli \\\\\\\ 
SERVICE:$ w 
RENO & ASSOCIATES 
P.O. BOX 104 
LEWISTON, ID 83501 
Notary Public in and for the State ofldaho, 
Residing at Lewiston, Idaho 
My commission expires: April 10, 2012 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH M01igage 
.. 
(. . -
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONN A 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant(s). 
Case No. CV-2011 -28 
APPLICATION FOR ENTRY 
OF DEFAULT RE: 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC 
AND WELLS FARGO BANK, 
N.A. 
TO: CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT, CLEARWATER COUNTY 
Defendants, Knowlton & Miles PLLC and Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. , have failed to answer 
within the time limited by law pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and as required by 
Summons. Plaintiff hereby applies to this Court for its Order of Default pursuant to Rule 55 
(b)(l), l.R.C.P. 
Service of process was accomplished by personal service on Knowlton & Miles PLLC, at 
312 17th St. Lewiston, Idaho through a process server on February 3, 2011. 
Application for Entry of Default Re: Knowlton & Miles PLLC and Wells Fargo Bu1k N.A. - Page 1 
File #10650 
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Service of process was accomplished by personal service on Corporation Service Co., 
registered agent for Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. at 12550 W. Explorer Dr. Suite 100, Boise, Idaho 
through a process server on February 10, 2011. 
DATED this ~y of May, 2011. 
mell, Esq. 
Attorney for the Plaintiffs 
Application for Entry of Default Re: Knowlton & Miles PLLC and Wells Fargo Bank N.A. - Page 2 
File #10650 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - !SB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
. . . 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant(s). 
ST A TE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Clearwater ) 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AFFIDAVIT OF JASON R. 
RAMMELL, ESQ. 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ., being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as 
follows: 
1. I am the attorney retained by Plaintiffs in this matter. 
2. The above action was commenced on the 10th day of January, 2011 by the filing 
of a complaint in this Court. 
Affidavit of Jason R. Rammcll- Page 1 
File#/0650 
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3. Copies of the Summons and Complaint were served on the Defendants, Knowlton 
& Miles PLLC, by personal service through a process server on February 3, 2011. The original 
Affidavjt of Service is on file with the Court. 
4. Copies of the Summons and Complaint were served on the Defendant, Wells 
Fargo Bank, N.A. through Corporation Service Co., registered agent for Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., 
by personal service through a process server on February 10, 2011. The original Affidavit of 
Service is on file with the Court. 
5. More than 20 days have elapsed since the date of service. 
6. The time in which the Defendants may make answer to the complaint has expired 
and the Defendants have failed to do so; said time has not been extended either by agreement or 
upon order of this Court. 
7. This affidavit is made in support of an Application for Entry of Default.. 
~ 
DATED this ~ day of May, 2011 
SUBSCRJBE AND SWORN TO before me this ,, 5){ day of.~, 2{J// 
Affidavit of .Jason R. Rammell - Page 2 
File #10650 
Notary Publi~~rld 
Residing at: .~ ~ 
My commission expires: Vf.2ef:r 
60
' • 1 l 1. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DJ STRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant s . 
Case No. CV-201 1-28 
ORDER FOR SERVICE BY 
PUBLJCA TION 
THE COURT having reviewed Plaintiffs Motion for Service by Publication regarding 
the Defendants Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson and for good cause finding hereby 
orders that the Defendants, Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, may be served by 
publication in the local newspaper for tlu·ee consecutive weeks pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure 4(e)(l). 
IT IS SO ORDERED this :J ... 9 day of ' ~ , 2011. 
Order to Publish - Page 1 
File #10650 
U( ~ ) ( t 
Honorable Michael J GrifiJ 
District Court Judge 
61
CERTU<'ICATE OF MAILING 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Qt!:- day of-:lLJt1Q , 2011, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served upon thr, person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Qffj ce 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 80405 
Order to Publish - Page 2 
File #10650 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
l)t.] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepajd 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant(s). 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
ENTRY OF DEFAULT RE: 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC 
AND WELLS FARGO BANK, 
N.A. 
It appearing from an examination of the records on file in this action that Defendants, 
Knowlton & Miles PLLC and Wells Fargo Bank, N.A, have been served with summons in the 
manner required by law, and have failed to answer Plaintiffs' complaint, and the time for 
answe1ing having expired, on application of Plaintiff the default of Defendants, Knowlton & 
Miles PLLC and Wells Fargo Bank, N.A is hereby entered according to law. 
DATED this / 7 +- day of (] .._."'- -z,·) r I 
/ 
Honorable Michae 
District Court Judge 




NOTICE OF ENTRY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I mn a Deputy Clerk in the above entitled Court and that I 
r'J?~C( -
mailed a trne copy of the foregoing clocumentl:i on the _d::2_ day of , lvN , 2011, to the ... 
following of record and/or parties: 
Jason R. Rammell 
Just Law Office 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405-0271 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
M--.U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ l facsimile 
[ ] OU1er ________ _ 






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NTCKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
tbmX, 
Defendant(s). 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
ORDER ALLOWING ENTRY 
OF DEFAULT RE: 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC 
AND WELLS FARGO BANK, 
N.A. 
UPON REVIEW of Plaintiff's Application for Default, with its accompanying Affidavit, 
and the records on file in this action, the Court finds the Defendants, Knowlton & Miles PLLC 
and Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., have been served with process and they have failed to answer 
within the time granted by law. The Court further finds the Defendants have not appeared, nor 
have they claimed, to come within the purview of the Soldiers and Sailors Relief Act. The Court 
concludes that an Order for Default is proper. Therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the default of the Defendants be entered. 
DATED this ( 1.1-day of'CL--- , 2011. 
Honorable Michael J GrifitJ 
District Court Judge 
Order AJlowing Default Re: Knowlton & Miles PLLC and Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. - Page 1 
File #10650 
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NOTICE OF ENTRY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am a Deputy Clerk in the above entitled Court and that I 
mailed a tiue copy of the foregoing docwnents on the ~ ay of JyV\.J.. , 2011, to 
the following of record and/or parties: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Fa11s, Idaho 83405-0271 
[ ]' Hand Delivered 
r--JU. U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
1 ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _ ______ _ 





JOllN CHARLES MITCHELL 
3 CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
4 13th and Main Streets 
5 P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
6 Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
7 
8 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
9 
10 
TN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 











PHI T MORTGAGE, ) 
) Case No. CV 2011-28 
Plaintiff, ) 
) NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
vs. ) 
) Fee Category: I. I 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) Fee Amount: $58.00 
NICKERSON, husband and wjfe; ) 
K.NOWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 




* * * * * * * * * * 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that John C. Mitchell of the law office of Clark and 
21 Feeney has been retained by and hereby appears for CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
2 2 NICKERSON, defendants in the above-entitled action and hereby appears in this proceeding. A 
2 3 
copy of all papers in this proceeding shall be served upon said law firm at its office located at 1229 




NOTICE OF APPEARANCE -1-
LAW OFFI CE;S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 




























DATED this __ day of June, 2011. 
John G(Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Attortiey for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
r;zn:/ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of June, 2011, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 









By ct C 
Atto ey for Defendants Nickerson 
-2-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 83501 
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AFF1DAVIT OF PUBLICATION 
STATE OF IDAHO 
) ss. 
County of Clearwater ) 
CLOANN MCNALL 
being firs t duly sworn In. on oalh, deposes and says: 
Tha t I am and at all times herein mentioned have 
been a citizen of the United States and of the Slate of 
Idaho. over 21 years of age. and that I a m not a pa rty 
to nor interested In the above entitled proceeding: tha l 
I am and at all times herein mcnlloned have been the 
EcUlor. Foreman, of THE CLEARWATER TRIBUNE: tha t 
said Clearwater Tribune IS a newspaper of general cir-
cula llon, printed and published weekly at Orofino, tn 
the County of Clearwater and Stale of Idaho: tha t the 
Clearwater Tribune has been continuously and unin-
terruptedly published In Clearwater County, Idaho. 
during the period of seventy-eight consecutive weeks 
prior to the first publication of attached copy of: 
Charles C. Just 
Just Law Office 
NICKERSON SUMMONS 
of which U1e annexed is a fu!J. true and cor-
rect printed copy, was published in the regu-
lar and entire issue of said newspaper, and 
not in any supplement thereof, for a period 
of three consecutive weeks, commencing on 
the 16th day of June 2011 and ending on 
the 30th day of June 2011. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
On this 30th day of June in the year of 201 1, before 
me, a Notary Public, personally appeared 
CQer\[\ Y'6:M, ~c }.)q QQ, 
; ( 
known or identified to me to be the person whose name 
subscribed to the within instrument, and being by me 
duly sworn, decl hat the statements therein are 
true, and ackno edged to me h'a.ts'fie· execi.J 
MARCIE STANTON 
Notary Public for Idaho 
Resident at Orofino, Idaho 
My commission expires: 5' -\ b -14, 
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ.-ISB 1779(' 1 l .. '1 ") \- ~ Ii).. 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ.-ISB 3)!1'1 ..-V 0<. o 
JASON R. RAM MELL, ESQ.-ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE ee> 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9 L06 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA NlCKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES 
I thru X, 
Defcndant(s). 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
SUMMONS 
TO: CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA NICKERSON 
NOTICE: YOU RAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF. 
THE COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU 
WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE UNLESS YOU RESPOND 
WITHIN TWENTY (20) DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION 
BELOW. 
You arc hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written 
rc~ponsc must be filed with the above design11ted Court within twenty (20) days after 
service of this Summons on you. If you fail to respond, the Courl may enter judgment 
against you as demanded by the plaintiff in the Complaint. 
'A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the 
adv ice or representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly 
so that your written response, if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights 
protected. 
The nature of the claim against you is judicial foreclosure. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule lO(a)(l) and other 
rules of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, and shall also include: 
l. The title and number of this case. 
2. If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions 
or denials of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may 
claim. · 
3. Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney, 
4. Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiff's attorney, 
as designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a fi ling fee with your response, contact the 
Clerk of the above-named Court. 
WITNESS my hand and the seal of this District Court, and dated this 14th day of 







JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
3 CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 20 l 
4 13th and Main Streets 
5 P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
6 Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
7 
8 Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
9 
10 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEAR WATER 
11 
PHH MORTGAGE, ) 
12 ) Case No. CV 2011-28 
Plaintiff, ) 
13 ) CHARLES NICKERSON AND 
14 
vs. ) DONNA NICKERSON'S ANSWER 
) TO COMPLAINT 
15 CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
16 KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 
17 








* * * * * * * * * * 
COME NOW the Defendants Nickerson, by and through their undersigned counsel of record, 
and hereby answer Plaintiffs ' Complaint as fo llows: 
1. Defendants deny paragraphs 1-19 and 25-27 or lacks sufficient information regarding 




2 6 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT .J. 
LAW OF'F'ICE:S Of" 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 




























This matter is in its early stages and defendants reserves the right to add additional 
affirmative defenses or counterclaims by amendment after facts are discovered. 
DATED this Jf day of August, 2011. 
<. ;t;;CJ 
John . hell, a member of the firm 
Attorne); for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
. fh 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of August, 2011, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 










LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 83501 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
) 
IN THE DISTlUCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant s . 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
NOTICE OF SERVICE - Request 
for Discovery 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on this 61h day of September 2011, I certify that 1 
served a true and correct copy of Plaintifrs First Set of Requests for Admissions 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production to Defendants Nickcrsons pursuant to Rules 33, 
34 and 36 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, upon the following individuals by the method 
indicated below: 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Notice of Service - Page 1 
10650-NJ 
[J Hand Delivered 
tlJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE cou~ OF CLEARWATER 




CHARLES NICKERSON, etal. ) 
) 
Defendant. ) _____________ ) 
Case No. CV2011-28 
ORDER SETTING PLANNING 
AND SCHEDULING 
CONFERENCE, IRCP 16(b) 
Pursuant to IRCP 16(b ), it is ORDERED that a planning and 
scheduling conference by held on October 14, 2011. at 9:30 am, at 
which time all counsel shall be available. If you wish to participate 
telephonically, contact the clerk at least 5 days prior to the conference. 
At the conference counsel for each party shall be fully prepared 
to: 
(a) advise the Court whether the joinder of additional parties 
is necessary; 
(b) advise the Court whether amended pleadings are 
contemplated; 
(c) advise the Court as to the status of discovery, and what, if 
any, additional discovery is contemplated; 
( d) advise the Court whether or not the filing of any additional 
pretrial motions, including, but not limited to, motions for 
summary judgment, is contemplated; 
(e) discuss dates for the filing of amended pleadings, dates for 
filing and hearing pretrial motions, and dates for 
completion of discovery; 
ORDER FOR PLANNING CONFERENCE-I 
73
{f) discuss dates for a pretrial conference pursuant to IRCP 
16; 
(g) discuss the possibilities of settlement and/or mediation; 
(h) discuss a trial date; and 
(i) discuss any other matters appropriate for the expeditious 
disposition of this case. 
Dated this/-~ day of S.f ~r 
ORDER FOR PLANNING CONFERENCE-2 
• 2011. 
M·h~ ~ 1c ae • ra m 
District Judge 
74
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing was faxed or hand delivered by 
the undersigned at Orofino, Idaho this J!!!aay of September, 2011, to: 
Jason R. Rammell 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
John C. Mitchell 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
ORDER FOR TRIAL 
75
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - 1SB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
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CASE NO. ~\\· B.f.b 
BY-----~-El'UTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUD1CIAL
 DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.J\., and JOHN DOEST 
tlu·u X, 
Defcndant(s). 
Case No. CV-2011 -28 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO APPEAR 
TELEPHONICALL Y FOR 10/14/2011 
HEARING 
PURSUANT TO the Courts Order Setting Planning and Schedu
ling Conference for October 14, 
2011 at the hour of 9:30 a.m., counsel for Plaintiff PHH Mortg
age hereby gives notice of intent 
to appear at said hearing telephonically. 
~ 
Dated this £ day of September, 201 I. ~} 
~ ~=--
Notice of Intent To Appear Telephonically - Page l 
File #10650 
Jaon.anunell, Esq. 
Attorney for PHII Mortgage 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the )1j day of September, 2011, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John C. Mitchell 
PO Box 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Notice of Intent To Appear Tclephonically - Page 2 
File #/0650 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[fJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsirnjle 
[ ] Other ________ _ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 




CHARLES NICKERSON, et al. , 
Defendants. 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 










John Mitchell, Attorney for the Defendants 
CASE NO. CV2008-402 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 10/13/2011 Tape: CD490-1 Time: 9:28 A.M. 
Subject of Proceeding: Telephonic Scheduling Conference 
----------------------------- ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
FOOTAGE: 
9:28 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, presiding. Jason Rammell, 
Attorney for Plaintiff, appearing telephonically; John Mitchell, Attorney for 
Defendants, appearing telephonically. 
9:29 Counsel advise they wish to have the scheduling conference continued for 30 
days to allow the defendant to respond to discovery requests. 
9:30 Colloquy between Court and counsel regarding date for continued scheduling 
conference. 
9:32 Court continues telephonic scheduling conference to December 16, 2011 at 
11 :30 a.m. Court asks counsel to conference together and call the Court for 
the scheduling conference. 
9:33 Court in recess. 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTfHC.I._.J,,,~-




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant( s). 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT-
Re: Defendants Knowlton & 
Miles, PLLC and Wells Fargo 
Bank,N.A. 
The above matter came before the Court on Plaintiffs' Application for Default and 
Default Judgment against the Defendants Knowlton & Miles, PLLC and Wells Fargo Bank N.A., 
based on Plaintiffs' Complaint filed with this court on or about January 10, 2011. It appears 
from the Application for Entry of Default and the accompanying Affidavit of Jason R. RammeJI, 
that the Summons and Complaint were timely served upon Defendant, Knowlton & Miles, PLL
C 
through personal service on February 3, 201 J; and upon Defendant Wells Fargo Bank N.A. 
through personal service on its registered agent, Corporation Service Co., on February 10, 2011
. 
Knowlton & Miles, PLLC and Wells Fargo Bank, NA have not appeared either in person 
or through an attorney, and have not filed with the Cou1t an Answer to the Complaint or an
y 
other pleading constituting a response to that Complaint. The default of these Defendants ha
s 
been entered by the Court as a matter of law. 
Judgment by Default [KM and WF] - Page 1 
10650-NI 
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IT IS ORDERED ADJUDGED AND DECREED that: 
1. Plaintiff have judgment of foreclosure against the Defendants Knowlton & M
iles, 
PLLC; and Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. and all interest the Defendants may have in the re
al property 
described below is foreclosed as decreed in this judgment. 
2. This judgment of foreclosure applies to the following real property: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State ofldaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4 SWl/4 NWl/4 
3. The judgment shall first be satisfied from the proceeds of the sale of the
 real 
property described above. 
4. The Defendants, Knowlton & Miles, PLLC and Wells Fargo, N.A. and 
their 
known and unknown heirs or devisees, and all persons claiming or to claim from and 
under these 
Defendants or any of them. BE AND HEREBY ARE FOREVER BARRED AN
D 
FORECLOSED of and from all right, title, claim and interest in and to said real prop
erty and in 
and to every part or parcel thereof, except for such rights of redemption as they may
 have to the 
extent that such rights of redemption have not otherwise been duly waived, an
d that said 
defendants, and each of them, be and they hereby are enjoined and restrained from r
emoving or 
destroying any of the buildings, the improvements or appurtenances on such subject r
eal property 
or otherwise damaging the 1ands or premises prior to redemption from such sale. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that jurisdiction of this action is hereby expressly reserved 
and retained for the purpose of making such further orders as may be necessary in or
der to carry 
this Judgment and Decree of Foreclosure into effect and to correct any mathematic
al error, to 
grant any accrued credits, or for the purpose of making such further orders as may b
e necessary 
or desirable. ( l.£.c,Gv 
DA TED this ~ day of September.2011. 
Judgment by Default IKM and WFJ - Page 2 
10650-Nl 
Honorable Michael J. Grifa'n 
District Court Judge 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am a Deputy Clerk in the above entitled Court and that I 
mailed a true copy of the foregoing documents on the / 9-flt day of Se~~'er 2011, to the 
following of record and/or parties: 
Jason R. Ramm ell 
Just Law Office 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Judgment by Default [KM and WFJ - Page 3 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
b('.I U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 







JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
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Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1N AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 




Case No. CV 2011-28 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
* * * * * * * * * * 
l, Jolm C. Mitchell, attorney for Plaintiffs, pursuant to l.R.C.P., Rule 33(a)(5), certify that on 
the }1 Hi day of October, 2011, the original of the Answers Lo Plaintiff's First Set of Requests/or 
Admissions was deposited in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to Jason R. 
Rammell, Esq., Just Law Office,381 Shoup Ave. PO Box 50271, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405, and 
faxed to 208-523-9146. 
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 1-
LAW OFFIC E S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 




























DA TED this tlf l~y of October, 20 11. 
~ & / 11 , I (/t ( ) l ( 
John1 ~itchel l, a merlioer of the finn 
Attd'mey for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on the --1.{_rday of October, 2011, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 












LAW O FF ICE:S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IOAHO 83150 1 
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SECOND 1DICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE ' IDAHO 
PHH Mortgage 
vs. 
Charles Nickerson, eta!. 
IN ru~D FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWA,.~R 
150 MICHIGAN ~.MfR f E BIRD 
OROFINO,~~ Jf1~ RICT COURT 
CLEARWATER COUNTY 
)OROFINO, IDAHO 
ZOll~NOU C~ e ~ ~V-~~ 1-0000028 . 
) NOTICE OF HEARING 
CASf NO . .f)J ~ \\-n 
BY 'f>() DEPUTY 





Friday, December 16, 201 I 
Michael J Griffin 
District Courtroom 
11:30 AM 
I hereby certify that the forego ing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on tile in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as fo llows on November 9th, 20 11. 
JOHN CHARLES MJTCHELL 
P.O. ORA WER 285 
LEWISTON ID 83501 
X Mailed __ Hand Delivered __ Faxed 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. 
JUST LAW OFFlCE 
P.O. BOX 50271 
IDAHO FALLS, ID 83405 
_x__ Mailed __ Hand Delivered Faxed 
Dated: November 9th, 201 1 
Carrie Bird 






3 JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
4 The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
5 P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
6 Telephone: (208) 743-95 16 
7 Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
8 Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
FILED t,~\\~28, ~~ 3.~ 
~ ,c - 7011 J 
Clerk Dist. Court 




IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 












) 15 CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
ICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
16 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 







Case No. CV 201 1-28 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
2 0 I, Joh11 C. Mitchell, attorney for Plaintiffs, pursuant to I.R.C.P ., Ruic 33(a)(5), certify that on 
the 2tlAday of December, 2011 , the original DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S 
21 
FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS, INTERROGATORIES, AND REQUESTS FOR 
22 
23 
PRODUCTION TO DEFENDANTS NICKERSON was deposited in the United States Mail , postage 
repaid. addressed to Jason R. Rammell, Esq., Just Law Office, 381 Shoup Ave., PO Box 50271, 
2 4 ldaho Falls, Idaho 83405. 
25 
2 6 OTICE OF SERVICE . ( . 
LAW OF'F'ICE:S O F' 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 






DATED this 2nd.day ofNovembcr, 2011. 
5 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
6 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2 at( day of {1 { C/ I l he I- , 20 l 1, I caused 



















addressed to the following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
26 NOTICE OF SERVICE 
~ U.S. Mail 
0 Hand Delivered 
0 Overnight Mail 
0 Tclecopy 
-2-
LAW OF'F'!CE:S OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 



























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
CARRIE 61RD 
CLERK - DISTRlCT COUf.T 
CLEARWATER COUllTY 
OROFl:W, IDAHO 
2011 DEC 20 Pfil Y ~8 
/ CASE NO. tvJtJ/ /-~f 
fJ+ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, TN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES N ICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husbandand wife; KNOWLTON) 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK,N .A., ) 
and JOHN DOES I thru X, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
MOTION FOR LEA VE TO AMEND 
ANSWER AND COUNTER CLAIM 
* * * * * * * * * * 
COMES NOW the Defendants Nickerson by and through their undersigned counsel ofrecord 
and respectfully moves this Court, pursuant to L C.R.P. 15, for entry of an Order granting leave to 
amend their Answer and Counterclaim. A copy of the proposed Amended Answer and Counter 
Claim is attached hereto as Exhibit "A". 
MOTION FOR LEA VE TO AMEND 
2 6 ANSWER AND' COUNTER CLAIM -]-
LAW OFFICC5 OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 



























In support of this motion, the Plaintiff respectfully represents to the Court that the interests 
of justice would best be served by allowing Nickersons to file an Amended Answer and Counter 
Claim. 
This motion is further based upon the pleading, files, and records and upon such argument 
and/or evidence to be presented upon hearing of this motion 
DATED this /o/lflay of December, 2011. 
CLARK and FEENEY 
~ 
Jo C. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /qfhday of December, 2011 , I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 








2 6 ANSWER AND COUNTER CLAIM -2-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK A ND FEENEY. LLP 




























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON). 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK,N.A.,) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and J.P. ) 
MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
CHARLES NICKERSON'S AND 
DONNA NICKERSON'S AMENDED 
ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD 
PARTY COMPLAINT AND DEMAND 
FOR JURY TRIAL 
* * * * * * * * * * 
COME NOW Defendant Nickersons, by and through their undersigned counsel of record, 
and hereby answer Plaintiffs Complaint as follows: 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
B\ f 
-1-
LAW OF'F'ICE:S OF' 
CLARK A ND FEENEY, LLP 

























1. Defendants deny paragraphs 1-19 and 25-27 or lacks sufficient information regarding 
the allegations therein and therefore denies the same. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs Complaint fails to state a cause of action upon which relief may be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs causes of action are precluded by the doctrines of waiver, estoppel, and laches. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The Plaintiff is not the real party in interest. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiff has failed to act in compliance with the Federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, 
and as a result, Defendants are entitled to an offset for damages arising as a result of this violation. 
WHEREFORE, Defendant Nickersons pray for relief, order and judgment of this court as 
follows: 




For Defendant Nickersons' costs and attorney fees incurred herein; and 
For such other and further relief as this court deems just and equitable under the 
circumstances, and as may be proper. 
COUNTERCLAIM and THIRD PAR TY COMPLAINT 
COMES NOW, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff/Third Party Plaintiff Nickersons (hereafter 
"Nickersons"), by and through their attorney of record, and for a cause of action and claim for relief 
complains, states, and alleges as follows: 
1. Charles and Donna Nickerson are husband and wife. 
2. Counter-Defendant PHH Mortgage Corporation (hereafter "PHH") is a foreign 
corporation. 
3. Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage (hereafter "Coldwell") appears to 
2 4 be an assumed business name used by PHH. 
25 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, TIIlRD PARTY 
2 6 COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -2-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 83501 
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5. On or about October 4, 2002, Nickersons executed a Note and a Deed of Trust with 
Coldwell as the beneficiary. The real property securing this transaction is located in Clearwater 
County, Idaho, and is more particularly described as follows: 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SE 1/4 SW 1/4 NW 1/4 
A copy of said Note is attached as Exhibit C to the PHH' s Complaint in this matter. A copy of said 
Deed of Trust is attached as Exhibit A to the PHH' s Complaint. 
6. Said property consists of more than 50 acres and is in part agricultural property and 
thus the Deed of Trust is legally a Mortgage but for ease ofreference will be referred to as the Deed 
of Trust. 
7. Coldwell assigned the Note and Mortgage to Chase on or about December 20, 2007. 
8. When the Note and Mortgage was transferred to Chase the Nickersons immediately 
began having accounting problems with their account. 
9. Nickersons would receive notices of failure to provide insurance followed by notices 
that Chase had made a mistake, etc. Nickersons had contact with Chase employees who stated from 
the computer records regarding Nickersons' account that it showed they were being billed twice a 




Nickersons continued to make timely payments during this time when allowed. 
Nickersons always carried adequate insurance on the subject property. 
Nickersons made numerous requests for information about their account, including 
but not limited to statements but never received anything. 
13. During this time the Chase employees that Nickersons had contact with were rude, 
offensive, and threatening. 
14. On or about September of 2009, Nickersons began working with a Chase employee 
2 4 named Kim. 
25 
26 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, TIIlRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -3-
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CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 83501 
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1 15. On September 2, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 








16. Nickersons were not required to make a monthly payment in October of 2009 per 
discussions with Chase employees. 
17. On November 12, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
number of 23436394. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named Gregg and 
confirmed by a Chase employee named Bridget. 
18. On December 11, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
number of 23792660. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named Izzy. 
19. On January 22, 2010, the Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
















20. In January of 2010, Nickersons were told by Kim that their account was in good 
standing. 
21. Nickersons were also told by Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. that Chase had represented in 
a credit report the Nickersons were current and in good standings as of January of 2010. 
22. In February of 2010, the Nickersons were told by Kim that the Note and Mortgage 
had been sold. 
23. In February of 2010, Nickersons received a letter dated February 12, 2010, from 
Coldwell telling them their account had been assigned on February 5, 2010. Attached hereto as 
Exhibit A is a copy of said letter. 
24. Exhibit B to PHH's Complaint shows that the assignment from Chase to PHH 
actually did not occur until June 9, 2010. 
25. In February of 2010, Nickersons received a letter dated February 12, 2010, from 
Coldwell telling them their account is in default and notice of their intention to foreclosure. 
Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of said letter. 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, TIDRD PARTY 
2 6 COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -4-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 83501 
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1 26. In February of 2010, Nickersons received a letter dated February 12, 2010, from 














27. Nickersons immediately attempted to contact Coldwell and figure out what was going 
on but could never get any information or assistance from Coldwell. 
28. Nickersons then tried to contact PHH but after months of phone calls never got any 
information or resolution on their account. 
29. Nickersons then received a coupon book with the first payment in the coupon book 
being due June of 2010. Attached hereto as Exhibit Dis a copy of the cover page and frrst coupon. 
30. Nickersons contacted PHH and asked ifthey should make the February, March, April, 
and May payment as well as the June payment because they had been trying to make payments on 
their account but could never get any information as to who, where, and when the payments should 
be sent. 
31. PHH' s representative at that time informed them that they should not have gotten the 
coupon book and not to make any payments because the payments would not be credited to their 
account and instead would be applied towards foreclosure and attorney costs. 
32. Nickersons have always been ready willing and able to tender any monthly payment 
16 owed under the Note and Mortgage. Nickersons have a second with Wells Fargo that is current and 










33. Coldwell, Chase and PHH failed to give Nickersons any written notice of the 
assignment and both failed to give them notice about any monthly payments owed by Nickersons. 
34. Since February of 2010, Nickersons have not been given the opportunity to make 
monthly payments on the Note and Mortgage. 
35. Wells Fargo and another entity have told both Coldwell and PHH that the Nickersons 
want to pay on the Note and Mortgage. Both Coldwell and PHH has refused to contact and work 
with the Nickersons. 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -5-
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1 36. As a result of this matter, Nickersons' credit rating has been destroyed. Nickersons 
2 have subsequently lost out on several business opportunities as a direct result of the actions of 























37. As a result of this matter, N ickersons' reputation has been irreparably damaged. PHH 
caused service of its complaint to be done via publication when PHH knew that the Nickersons were 
represented by an attorney and made no effort at all to inquire about accepting service. 
38. Nickersons have communicated to PHH's attorney in June or July of 2010 that they 
wanted to pay and resolve this but were ignored. 
BREACH OF COVENANT OF GOOD F AlTH AND FAIR DEALING. 
39. As set forth above, Nickersons have always been willing and able to pay the 
obligations under the Note. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH have failed to act in good faith in this matter 
and refused to cooperate with and work with the Nickersons in resolving a matter that was created 
by the accounting errors and notice errors by Coldwell, Chase, and PHH. 
40. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH have been told by third parties that the Nickersons are 
willing and able to pay their obligations under the Note but the parties refuse to contact and work 
with the Nickersons. 
41. As a direct result of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH breaching the covenant of good faith 
and fair dealing, the Nickersons have suffered actual and consequential damages in an amount to be 
proven at trial but which exceeds the jurisdiction of the Magistrate Court. 
BREACH OF NOTE. 
42. Any alleged breach of the Note was caused by the actions of Coldwell, Chase, and 
PHH. Said parties and their actions denied the Nickersons the opportunity to meet their obligations 
under the Note. 
43. While the Nickersons deny that they ever breached the Note, or that any alleged 
breach was caused by the actions of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH, the Note required the Note Holder 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
2 6 COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -6-
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to send the Nickersons written notice that they were overdue and to pay the overdue amount by a 
certain day and if not the Note Holder would declare all outstanding principal and interest due. 
44. Neither Coldwell, Chase, nor PHH properly gave this notice to the Nickersons and 
thus are in material breach of the Note. 
45. As a direct result of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH materially breaching the terms of the 
Note, the Nickersons have suffered actual and consequential damages in an amount to be proven at 
trial but which exceeds the jurisdiction of the Magistrate Court. 
BREACH OF 12 U.S.C. 2605 
46. 
47. 
Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failed tocomplywiththerequirementsof12 U.S.C. 2605. 
Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failed to send out the appropriate notices with the required 
content to the Nickersons. 
48. Pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 2605, the Nickersons are allowed to recover their actual 
damages and any additional damages. 
49. Pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 2605, the Nickersons are allowed to recover their costs and 
attorney fees. 
BREACH OF FEDERAL FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT. 
50. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failed to comply with the requirements of the Federal Fair 











51. As a direct result of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failing to comply with the 
requirements of the Federal Fair Debt Collection Act the Nickersons have suffered actual damages 
in an amount to be proven at trial but which exceeds the jurisdiction of the Magistrate Court. 
52. Pursuant to said Act, the Nickersons are entitled to recover their actual damages, 
including costs and reasonable attorney fees. 
BREACH OF FEDERAL FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT. 
53. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failed to comply with the requirements of the Federal Fair 
Credit Reporting Act. 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
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1 54. As a direct result of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failing to comply with the 
2 requirements of the Federal Fair Credit Reporting Act the Nickersons have suffered actual damages 
























55. Pursuant to said Act, the Nickersons are entitled to recover their actual damages, 
including costs and reasonable attorney fees, and punitive damages. 
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS 
56. In order to recover damages referred to above, it has been necessary for the 
Nickersons to employ John Charles Mitchell of the Law Offices of Clark and Feeney, Lewiston, 
Idaho, to represent them in this action. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH should be ordered to pay to the 
Nickersons an amount as and for reasonable attorney's fees as the Court seems just, and for costs 
necessarily incurred in prosecuting this action pursuant to LC. 12-120 and 12-121, 12 U.S.C. 2605, 
the Federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, and the Federal Fair Credit Reporting Act. 
PUNITIVE DAMAGES. 
57. Nickersons give notice to Coldwell, Chase, and PHH of their intention to seek leave 
ofthis Court to amend this Complaint to ask for punitive damages. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH are 
advised to conduct discovery accordingly. 
WHEREFORE, the Nickersons respectfully pray for relief and judgment, order and decree 




For actual damages together with prejudgment interest in an amount to be proven at 
trial which exceeds the jurisdiction of the magistrate court; 
For consequential damages; 
For an award of reasonable attorney fees and costs necessarily incurred herein; and 
D. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable. 
DATED this __ day of December, 2011. 
John C. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
Nickersons demand a jury trial of all issues in this cause and states pursuant to Rule 3 8(b) of the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure that said Nickersons will not stipulate to a jury of less than twelve(l2) 
persons in number. 
DATED this __ day of December, 2011. 
CLARK and FEENEY 
By: ________________ _ 
John Charles Mitchell, a member of the firm. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the __ dayofDecember, 2011, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 









By: ___________________ _ 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
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2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-418-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond WA 98073 
Dear Customer: 
Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
We are pleased to welcome you as a member of the Mortgage Service 
Center. As you know, the servicing responsibilities of your mortgage 
was transferred from Chase Home Finance to the Mortgage Service Center 
effective February 5, 2010. 
The Mortgage Service Center is a full service mortgage corporation which 
can fulfill all of your present and future mortgage needs. Please be 
aware that although the servicing of your mortgage loan has transferred 
to the Mortgage Service Center the terms and conditions of your 
original mortgage contract will not change. 
As a result of this service transfer, your mortgage loan number will 
change to the Mortgage Service Center loan number listed above. To 
further ensure prompt service through this transition period, please use 
this new loan number on all mortgage related correspondence or when 
contacting our Member Service Center. 
Shortly you will recieve a new coupon book. Mailing envelopes will 
also be included. Until you receive your coupon, please mail your 
payments to: Mortgage Service Center P.O. Box 5457, Mt. Laurel, NJ 
08054-5457 
We look forward to providing outstanding service to our customers and 
we appreciate any comments or suggestions you may have. If you have any 
questions, please contact one of our Member Service Representatives 
at the number listed above Monday through Friday 8:30AM - 8:30PM (EST). 
Sincerely, 
CHRISTINE MARSHALL 
Sales and Acquisitions Department 
Mortgage Service Center 
RESPA/Attachment 
SY122 653 




NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT, SALE OR TRANSFER 
OF SERVICING RIGHTS 
You are hereby notified that the servicing of your mortgage loan, that is, the right to collect payments from 
you, is being assigned, sold or transferred from your present loan servicer to the new loan servicer shown 
on the enclosed letter. The effective date of the transfer is shown on the enclosed letter. 
The transfer of servicing is common in the mortgage lending industry.· This transaction does not affect the 
legal terms and conditions of the mortgage, other than the company to whom you will now make your 
payment. 
Except in limited circumstances, the law requires that your present servicer send you this notice at least 15 
days before the effective date of the transfer or at the closing. Your hew servicer must also send you this 
notice no later than 15 days after the effective date or at closing. 
You should also be aware of the following information, which is set out in Section 6 of the Real Estate 
Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) (12 U.S.C. 2605): 
During the 60-day period following the effective date of the transfer of the loan servicing, a loan payment 
received by your old servicer before its due date may not be treated by the new servicer as late, and a late 
fee may not be imposed on you. 
Section 6 of RES PA (12 U.S.C. 2605) gives you certain consumer rights. If you send a "Qualified Written 
Request" to your loan servicer concerning the servicing of your loan, your servicer must provide you with a 
written acknowledgment within 20 business days of receipt of your request. A "Qualified Written Request" 
is written correspondence, other than notice on a payment coupon or qther payment medium supplied by 
the servicer, which includes your name and account number and your reason for the request. If you want to 
send a "Qualified Written Request" regarding the servicing of your loan, it must be sent to Mortgage Service 
Center P.O. Box 5469. Mt. Laurel, New Jersey 08054. 
No later than 60 business days after receiving your request, your $ervicer must make any appropriate 
corrections to your account, or must provide you with a written clarification regarding any dispute. During 
this 60 business day period, your servicer may not provide information to a consumer reporting agency 
concerning any overdue payment related to such period or qualified request. However, this does not 
prevent the servicer from initiating Foreclosure if proper grounds exist under the mortgage documents. 
A business day is a day on which the offices of the business entity are open to the public for carrying on 
substantially all of its business functions. 
Section 6 of RESPA also provides for damages and costs for individuals or classes of individual in 
circumstances where servicers are shown to have violated the requirements of that section. You should 
seek legal advice if you believe your rights have been violated. 
This notice is a requirement of Section 6 of the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) (12 U.S.C. 
Section 2605). 
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PHH Mortgage CoPY -2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 Tel 800-449-8767 
Fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 
Donna.Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
N O T I C E 
Dear Customer(s): 
0 F I N T E N T I O N 
Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
T 0 F O R E C L O S E 
The mortgage on your property is in default for the January 01, 2009 payment and is now 14 months past due. At this writing, the TOTAL AMOUNT required to cure your default is$ 32,605.86. To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are demanding that you make a payment in "CERTIFIED FONDS" for the total amount due. 
In addition, please be advised as of the date of this letter, $ .00 in late charges have also accrued. In the event you do not cure the default in full within tHIRTY (30) days from the date of this letter (as provided by the terms of the mortgage), payment of the current principal balance will be acc·elerated and foreclosure proceedings will be initiated. 
"You are further informed you have the right to reinstate this loan after acceleration pursuant to, and subject to, the provisions and limitations of said Mortgage and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert the nonexistence of a default, or any other defense you may have to foreclosure and sale." 
If you disagree with the assertion that a default has occurred or the calculation of the amount required to cure the default, you may contact us at 1-800-330-0423. This is an attempt to collect a debt, any information obtained will be used for that purpose. 
Sincerely, 











2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-418-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 
Feb~a:ry 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond WA 98073 
N O T I C E 0 F I N T E N T I O N 
Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
T 0 F O R E C L O S E 
"bear Customer ( s) : . -- -- -------- .~--·-- -~--~ --·-··----
The mortgage on your property is in default for the January 01, 2009 payment and is now 14 months past due. The TOTAL AMOUNT required to cure your default is$ 32,605.86. To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are demanding that you make a payment in "CERTIFIED FUNDS" for the total amount due. 
In addition, please be advised as of the date of this letter, $ .00 in late charges have also accrued. 
In the event you do not cure the default in full within THIRTY (30) days from the date of this letter (as provided by the terms of the mortgage), payment of the current principal balance may be accelerated and foreclosure proceedings may be initiated. 
"You are further informed you have the right to reinstate this loan after acceleration pursuant to, and subject to, the provisions and limitations of said Mortgage, and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert the nonexistence of a default or any other defense you may have to foreclosure and sale. 11 
If you disagree with the assertion that a default has occurred or the calculation of the amount required to cure the default, you may con~act us at 1-800-330-0423. This is an attempt to collect a debt, any information obtained will be used for that purpose. 
Sincerely, 
Loan Counseling Center -+x-c~1) 
EXHIBIT 
Log in to MortgageQuestions.com -- your servicing website connection. 
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Send Correspondence Only To: 
P.O. Box 5452, Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054-5452 




Redmond WA 98073-3414 
I I I l 11l 11 l1l I 111 l111 l11 I l111 l I 11 l 11l111 ll1 l11l 111 ll1 I 11.l1 I I II l 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
Go online at' www.morlgagequestions.com and view 
your mortgage account information In seconds! 
MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TD: 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
PO Box 7151 
Pasadena, CA 91109-7151 
0018154567 
:<:_,!-z.se. write your loan 
-.:__""".' ::e-r on your check. 
.:- -;2.:~ enclose a coupon 
ll1l1,111ll11,llll111l1l11l111l111ll1l,l1111ll1l,l1111llll,,,I 
...;:::, S:.ch payment. 
• lnforinatioli Verification 
• Name/Ad.dress Change Form 
• www.MortgageQuestions.com 
• Direct Debit Automatic Payment Sign-Up 
• Speed Pay/Mortgage Payment Options 
• $250 Coupon 
• Monthly Payment Coupons 
• Payment and Contact Information 
c'' 
06-01-10 











IFYOU PAY MORE THAN THEAMDUITT DUE, WE WILL APPLY THE EXCESS FUNDS 
TD ANY UNPAID LATE CHARGES FIRST AND THEN TD PRINCIPAL (UNLESS YOU 
DESIGNATE OTHERWISE) 
:._:';;w a minim Um 
~ 7 Ci"-.J:iiness days for 
mall delivery. 
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The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KN OWL TON ) 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK,N.A.,) 
and JOHN DOES I thru X, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
* * * * * * * * * * 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the attorney for the above-named Defendant will 
bring on for hearing his Motion to Amend Answer and Counterclaim on Friday, January 6, 2012, 
at 9:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, in the Clearwater County Courthouse, 
Orofino, Idaho. 
2 6 NOTICE OF HEARJNG -]-
LAW OFFICE:$ O F 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 



























DATED this ~day of December, 2011. 
John ~Mitchell, a membe; of the firm 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
CLARK and FEENEY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
lHEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~day ofDecember, 2011, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 








2 6 NOTICE OF HEARING -2-
L.AW OFFICE:S OF" 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
L EWISTON. IDAHO 8.3801 
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SEco- - JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STA"'" ')F IDAHO 
' AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEAR,, ATER CARRIE B!RD 
150 MICHIGAN AVE CLERK- DISTRICT COURT 
PH}{ Mortagae 
vs. 
Charles Nickerson, etal. 






J OROFINO, IDAHO 
Case No: cv-:inll.filoo~~ Prl 2 09 
NOTJCEOF ~ &!JAtL-n 
BY -4--- DEPUTY 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Telephonic Status Conference 
Judge: 
Courtroom: 
Friday, February 3, 2012 
Michael J Griffin 
District Courtroom 
9:00 AM 
* *Counsel for the Plaintiff is requested to place a conference call to the Court. 
l hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on fi le in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on December 23rd, 201 1. 
JASON R .RAMMELL 
P.O. BOX 50271 381 SHOUP AVE 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9 L46 
Mailed Hand Delivered _l_Faxed 
JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
P.O. DRAWER285 
LEWISTON ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-96 L 0 
Mailed Hand Delivered j Faxed 
Dated: 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, ) 
) CASE NO. CV2011-28 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) COURT MINUTES 
) 
CHARLES NICKERSON, et al. , ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 
Jason Rammell, Attorney for Plaintiff 
John Mitchell, Attorney for the Defendants 
Date: 01/06/2012 Tape: CD499-1 Time: 9:33 AM. 
Subject of Proceeding: Motion to Amend 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
FOOTAGE: 
9:33 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, presiding. Jason Rammell, 
Attorney for Plaintiff, appearing telephonically; John Mitchell, Attorney for 
Defendants, appearing in person. 
9:33 Court advises this is the time set to hear the defendant's motion to amend their 
answer. 
9: 33 Mr. Rammell does not have any objection to the defendant filing an amended 
answer. 
9:33 Court inquires if Mr. Rammell is representing Coldwell Banker. 
9:34 Mr. Rammell advises in essence he does represent them. 
9:35 Court grants the motion and advises an amended answer, counterclaim and 3rd 
party complaint can be filed. Once an answer is filed, court will have a 
scheduling conference to set a trial. 
9:36 Mr. Mitchell inquires if the Feb. 3 status conference will still be held. 
9:36 Court advises it will be vacated and once an answer is filed , the clerk will 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 of 1 
106
schedule a status conference. 
9:37 Court in recess. 
Approved: 6 {f-
MICH¥E J. GRIFFIN 
District Judge 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 





JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CAFlRIE B!RD 
CL:RK- DISTRICT COU~T 
C~[l\ii. 'ATFR cou:·-;-y 
O .. Ofi!.J, l!)t.-HO 
I 2012 FEB h _Pfl 2 v5 
C' SE t;J. ~L/-if 
4 CLARK and FEENEY 






















The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEAR WATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON ) 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK,N .A., ) 
and JOHN DOES I thru X, ) 
) 
Def end ant, ) 
) 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and J.P.) 
MORGAN CHASE BANK N .A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
CHARLES NICKERSON'S AND 
DONNA NICKERSON'S AMENDED 
ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD 
PARTY COMPLAINT AND DEMAND 
FOR JURY TRIAL 
* * * * * * * * * * 
COME NOW Defendant Nickersons, by and through their undersigned counsel of record, 
and hereby answer Plaintiffs Complaint as follows: 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, TJilRD PARTY 
2 6 COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -1-
L AW O FFI CE;S O F 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 

























1. Defendants deny paragraphs 1-19 and 25-27 or lacks sufficient information regarding 
the allegations therein and therefore denies the same. 
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiffs Complaint fails to state a cause of action upon which relief may be granted. 
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiff's causes of action are precluded by the doctrines of waiver, estoppel, and laches. 
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
The Plaintiff is not the real party in interest. 
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Plaintiff has failed to act in compliance with the Federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, 
and as a result, Defendants are entitled to an offset for damages arising as a result of this violation. 
WHEREFORE, Defendant Nickersons pray for relief, order and judgment of this court as 
follows: 




For Defendant Nickersons' costs and attorney fees incurred herein; and 
For such other and further relief as this court deems just and equitable under the 
circumstances, and as may be proper. 
COUNTERCLAIM and THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
COMES NOW, Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff/Third Party Plaintiff Nickersons (hereafter 
"Nickersons"), by and through their attorney of record, and for a cause of action and claim for relief 
complains, states, and alleges as follows: 
1. Charles and Donna Nickerson are husband and wife. 
2. Counter-Defendant PHH Mortgage Corporation (hereafter "PHH") is a foreign 
corporation. 
3. Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage (hereafter "Coldwell") appears to 
2 4 be an assumed business name used by PHH. 
25 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
2 6 COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -2-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 































Third-Party Defendant J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A. (hereafter "Chase) is a foreign 
On or about October 4, 2002, Nickersons executed a Note and a Deed of Trust with 
Coldwell as the beneficiary. The real property securing this transaction is located in Clearwater 
County, Idaho, and is more particularly described as follows: 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SE 1/4 SW 1/4 NW 1/4 
A copy of said Note is attached as Exhibit C to the PHH' s Complaint in this matter. A copy of said 
Deed of Trust is attached as Exhibit A to the PHH' s Complaint. 
6. Said property consists of more than 50 acres and is in part agricultural property and 
thus the Deed of Trust is legally a Mortgage but for ease of reference will be referred to as the Deed 
of Trust. 
7. Coldwell assigned the Note and Mortgage to Chase on or about December 20, 2007. 
8. When the Note and Mortgage was transferred to Chase the Nickersons immediately 
began having accounting problems with their account. 
9. Nickersons would receive notices of failure to provide insurance followed by notices 
that Chase had made a mistake, etc. Nickersons had contact with Chase employees who stated from 
the computer records regarding Nickersons' account that it showed they were being billed twice a 




Nickersons continued to make timely payments during this time when allowed. 
Nickersons always carried adequate insurance on the subject property. 
Nickersons made numerous requests for information about their account, including 
but not limited to statements but never received anything. 
13. During this time the Chase employees that Nickersons had contact with were rude, 
offensive, and threatening. 
14. 
named Kim. 
On or about September of 2009, Nickersons began working with a Chase employee 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, TIDRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -3-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























15. On September 2, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
number of 228484496. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named McKayla. 
16. Nickersons were not required to make a monthly payment in October of 2009 per 
discussions with Chase employees. 
17. On November 12, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
number of 23436394. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named Gregg and 
confirmed by a Chase employee named Bridget. 
18. On December 11, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
number of 23792660. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named Izzy. 
19. On January 22, 2010, the Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
number of 24262170. This payment was coordinated with Kim. 
20. In January of 2010, Nickersons were told by Kim that their account was in good 
standing. 
21. Nickersons were also told by Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. that Chase had represented in 
a credit report the Nickersons were current and in good standings as of January of 2010. 
22. 
had been sold. 
23. 
In February of 2010, the Nickersons were told by Kim that the Note and Mortgage 
In February of 2010, Nickersons received a letter dated February 12, 2010, from 
Coldwell telling them their account had been assigned on February 5, 2010. Attached hereto as 
Exhibit A is a copy of said letter. 
24. Exhibit B to PHH' s Complaint shows that the assignment from Chase to PHH 
actually did not occur until June 9, 2010. 
25. In February of 2010, Nickersons received a letter dated February 12, 2010, from 
Coldwell telling them their account is in default and notice of their intention to foreclosure. 
Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a copy of said letter. 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -4-
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CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























26. In February of 2010, Nickersons received a letter dated February 12, 2010, from 
Coldwell telling them their account is in default. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a copy of said 
letter. 
27. Nickersons immediately attempted to contact Coldwell and figure out what was going 
on but could never get any information or assistance from Coldwell. 
28. Nickersons then tried to contact PHH but after months of phone calls never got any 
information or resolution on their account. 
29. Nickersons then received a coupon book with the first payment in the coupon book 
being due June of 2010. Attached hereto as Exhibit Dis a copy of the cover page and first coupon. 
30. Nickersons contacted PHH and asked if they should make the February, March, April, 
and May payment as well as the June payment because they had been trying to make payments on 
their account but could never get any information as to who, where, and when the payments should 
be sent. 
31. PHH' s representative at that time informed them that they should not have gotten the 
coupon book and not to make any payments because the payments would not be credited to their 
account and instead would be applied towards foreclosure and attorney costs. 
32. Nickersons have always been ready willing and able to tender any monthly payment 
owed under the Note and Mortgage. Nickersons have a second with Wells Fargo that is current and 
in good standing. 
33. Coldwell, Chase and PHH failed to give Nickersons any written notice of the 
assignment and both failed to give them notice about any monthly payments owed by Nickersons. 
34. Since February of 2010, Nickersons have not been given the opportunity to make 
monthly payments on the Note and Mortgage. 
35. Wells Fargo and another entity have told both Coldwell and PHH that the Nickersons 
want to pay on the Note and Mortgage. Both Coldwell and PHH has refused to contact and work 
with the Nickersons. 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -5-
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36. As a result of this matter, Nickersons' credit rating has been destroyed. Nickersons 
have subsequently lost out on several business opportunities as a direct result of the actions of 
Coldwell, Chase, and PHH. 
37. As a result of this matter, Nickersons' reputation has been irreparably damaged. PHH 
caused service of its complaint to be done via publication when PHH knew that the Nickersons were 
represented by an attorney and made no effort at all to inquire about accepting service. 
38. Nickersons have communicated to PHH's attorney in June or July of2010 that they 
wanted to pay and resolve this but were ignored. 
BREACH OF COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING. 
39. As set forth above, Nickersons have always been willing and able to pay the 
obligations under the Note. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH have failed to act in good faith in this matter 
and refused to cooperate with and work with the Nickersons in resolving a matter that was created 
by the accounting errors and notice errors by Coldwell, Chase, and PHH. 
40. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH have been told by third parties that the Nickersons are 
willing and able to pay their obligations under the Note but the parties refuse to contact and work 
with the Nickersons. 
41. As a direct result of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH breaching the covenant of good faith 
and fair dealing, the Nickersons have suffered actual and consequential damages in an amount to be 
proven at trial but which exceeds the jurisdiction of the Magistrate Court; 
BREACH OF NOTE. 
42. Any alleged breach of the Note was caused by the actions of Coldwell, Chase, and 
PHH. Said parties and their actions denied the Nickersons the opportunity to meet their obligations 
under the Note. 
43. While the Nickersons deny that they ever breached the Note, or that any alleged 
2 3 breach was caused by the actions of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH, the Note required the Note Holder 
24 
25 
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to send the Nickersons written notice that they were overdue and to pay the overdue amount by a 
certain day and if not the Note Holder would declare all outstanding principal and interest due. 
44. Neither Coldwell, Chase, nor PHH properly gave this notice to the Nickersons and 
thus are in material breach of the Note. 
45. As a direct result of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH materially breaching the terms of the 
Note, the Nickersons have suffered actual and consequential damages in an amount to be proven at 
trial but which exceeds the jurisdiction of the Magistrate Court. 
BREACH OF 12 U.S.C. 2605 
46. 
47. 
Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failed to comply with the requirements of 12 U.S.C. 2605. 
Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failed to send out the appropriate notices with the required 
content to the Nickersons. 
48. Pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 2605, the Nickersons are allowed to recover their actual 
damages and any additional damages. 
49. Pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 2605, the Nickersons are allowed to recover their costs and 
attorney fees. 
BREACH OF FEDERAL FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT. 
50. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failed to comply with the requirements of the Federal Fair 
Debt Collection Practices Act. 
51. As a direct result of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failing to comply with the 
requirements of the Federal Fair Debt Collection Act the Nickersons have suffered actual damages 
in an amount to be proven at trial but which exceeds the jurisdiction of the Magistrate Court. 
52. Pursuant to said Act, the Nickersons are entitled to recover their actual damages, 
including costs and reasonable attorney fees. 
BREACH OF FEDERAL FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT. 
53. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failed to comply with the requirements of the Federal Fair 
Credit Reporting Act. 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, TIDRD PARTY 
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54. As a direct result of Coldwell, Chase, and PHH failing to comply with the 
requirements of the Federal Fair Credit Reporting Act the Nickersons have suffered actual damages 
in an amount to be proven at trial but which exceeds the jurisdiction of the Magistrate Court. 
55. Pursuant to said Act, the Nickersons are entitled to recover their actual damages, 
including costs and reasonable attorney fees, and punitive damages. 
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS 
56. In order to recover damages referred to above, it has been necessary for the 
Nickersons to employ John Charles Mitchell of the Law Offices of Clark and Feeney, Lewiston, 
Idaho, to represent them in this action. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH should be ordered to pay to the 
Nickcrsons an amount as and for reasonable attorney's fees as the Court seems just, and for costs 
necessarily incurred in prosecuting this action pursuant to J.C. 12-120 and 12-121, 12 U.S.C. 2605, 
the Federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, and the Federal Fair Credit Reporting Act. 
PUNITIVE DAMAGES. 
57. Nickersons give notice to Coldwell, Chase, and PHH of their intention to seek leave 
of this Court to amend this Complaint to ask for punitive damages. Coldwell, Chase, and PHH are 
advised to conduct discovery accordingly. 
WHEREFORE, the Nickersons respectfully pray for relief and judgment, order and decree 




For actual damages together with prejudgment interest in an amount to be proven at 
trial which exceeds the jurisdiction of the magistrate court; 
For consequential damages; 
For an award ofreasonable attorney fees and costs necessarily incurred herein; and 
D. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable. 
DATED this ~ day of January, 2012. 
r 
A 'I ..,, --1 
. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
ey for Defendants Nickerson 
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
Nickersons deman~ a jury trial of all issues in this cause and states pursuant to Rule 38(b) of the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure that said Nickorsons will not stipulate to a jury of less than twelve(1 2) 
persons in number. 
DATED this __::__ day of January, 20 12. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Nez Perce 
CLARK and FEENE Y 
., 
By:._ -----'a,-9, /~ ___ 1 __ 1_1 _·_/'_/_1 ---
Jo6'6 Charles Mitchell, a member of the finn. 




DONNA NICKERSON, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
That she is one of the Defendant, Counter Plaintiff, Third Party Plaintiffs herein; that she 
has read the foregoing instrument, knows the contents thereof and the facts stated therein are true 
to the best of her knowledge, information and belief. 
alt?te 11t/.6~ 7'-
DONNA NICKERSON 
Public in an.9,.for the State of Idaho. 
residing at(,21r ~ 1(1.q//,, , therein. 
My Commissio xpires: cL-0, &/ts( 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THlRD PARTY 
2 6 COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL -9-
LAW OFF ICE:S O F 
CLARK A ND FEENEY. LLP 



























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 3.L day of January, 2011, I caused to be served a true 
and con·ect copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Ramrnell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
l>tef' U.S. Mail 
D Hand Delivered 
0 Overnight Mail 
f . Telecopy 208-523-9146 
for Defendants Nickerson 
AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
2 6 COMPLAlNT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRJAL -JO-
LAW OF'F'ICES OF" 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 





2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-418-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond WA 98073 
Dear Customer : 
Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address : 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
We are pleased to welcome you as a membei: of the Mortgage Service 
Center. As you know, the servicing responsibilities of your mortgage 
was transferred from Chase Home Finance to the Mortgage Service Center 
effective February 5 , 2010. 
The Mortgage Service Center is a full service mortgage corporation which 
can fulfill all of your present and future mortgage needs. Please be 
aware that although the servicing of your mortgage loan has transferred 
to the Mortgage Service Center the terms and conditions of your 
original mortgage contract will not change. 
As a result of this service transfer, your mortgage loan number will 
change to the Mortgage Service Center loan number l isted above. To 
further ensure prompt service through this transition period, please use 
this new loan number on all mortgage related correspondence or when 
contacting our Member Service Center. 
Shortly you will recieve a new coupon book. Mailing envelopes will 
also be included. Until you receive your coupon, please mail your 
payments to: Mortgage Service Center P.O. Box 5457, Mt. Laurel , NJ 
08054-5457 
We look forward to providing outstanding service to our customers and 
we appreciate any comments or suggestions you may have. If you have any 
questions, please contact one of our Member Service Representatives 
at the number listed above Monday through Friday 8:30AM - 8:30PM (EST). 
Sincerely, 
CHRISTINE MARSHALL 
Sales and Acquisitions Department 





Log in to MortgageQuestions.com ---your servicing website connection. 
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NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT, SALE OR TRANSFER 
OF SERVICING RIGHTS 
You are hereby notified that the servicing of your mortgage loan, that is, the right to collect payments from 
you, is being assigned, sold or transferred from your present loan servicer to the new loan servicer shown 
on the enclosed letter. The effective date of the transfer is shown on the enclosed letter. 
The transfer of servicing is common in the mortgage lending industry. This transaction does not affect the 
legal terms and conditions of the mortgage, other than the company to whom you will now make your 
payment. 
Except in limited circumstances, the law requires that your present servicer send you this notice at least 15 
days before the effective date of the transfer or at the closing. Your hew servicer must also send you this 
notice no later than 15 days after the effective date or at closing. 
You should also be aware of the following information, which is set out in Section 6 of the Real Estate 
Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) (12 U.S.C. 2605): 
During the 60-day period following the effective date of the transfer of the loan servicing, a loan payment 
received by your old servicer before its due date may not be treated by the new servicer as late, and a late 
fee may not be imposed on you. 
Section 6 of RESPA (12 U.S.C. 2605) gives you certain consumer rights. If you send a "Qualified Written 
Request" to your loan servicer concerning the servicing of your loan, your servicer must provide you with a 
written acknowledgment within 20 business days of receipt of your request. A "Qualified Written Request" 
is written correspondence, other than notice on a payment coupon or other payment medium supplied by 
the servicer, which includes your name and account number and your reason for the request. If you want to 
send a "Qualified Written Request" regarding the servicing of your loan, it must be sent to Mortgage Service 
Center P.O. Box 5469. Mt. Laurel, New Jersey 08054. 
No later than 60 business days after receiving your request, your servicer must make any appropriate 
corrections to your account, or must provide you with a written clarification regarding any dispute. During 
this 60 business day period, your servicer may not provide information to a consumer reporting agency 
concerning any overdue payment related to such period or qualified request. However, this does not 
prevent the servicer from initiating Foreclosure if proper grounds exist under the mortgage documents. 
A business day is a day on which the offices of the business entity are open to the public for carrying on 
substantially all of its business functions. 
Section 6 of RESPA also provides for damages and costs for individuals or classes of individual in 
circumstances where servicers are shown to have violated the requirements of that section. You should 
seek legal advice if you believe your rights have been violated. 
This notice is a requirement of Section 6 of the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) (12 U.S.C. 
Section 2605). 
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PHH Mortgage -2001 Bish.ops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
February 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 




Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
N O T I C E 0 F I N T E N T I O N T 0 F O R E C L O S E 
Dear Customer(s}: 
The mortgage on your property is in default for the January 01, 2009 payment and is now 14 months past due. At this writing, the TOTAL AMOUNT required to cure your default is$ 32,605.86. To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are demanding that you make a payment in "CERTIFIED FUNDS " for the total amount due. 
In addi t ion, please be advised as of the date of this letter, $ .00 in late charges have also accrued. In the event you do not cure the default in full within THIRTY (30} days from the date of this letter (as provided by the terms of the mortgage), payment of the current principal balance will be accelerated and foreclosure proceedings will be initiated. 
"You are further informed you have the right to reinstate this loan after acceleration pursuant to, and subject to, the provisions and limitations of said Mortgage and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert the nonexistence of a default, or any other defense you may have to foreclosure and sale. " 
If you disagree with the assertion that a default has occurred or the calculation of the amount required to cure the default, you may contact us at l - 800-330-0423 . This is an attempt to coll ect a debt, any information obtained will be used for that purpose. 
Sincerely, 









2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Feb~ary 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charl es Nickerson 
PO Box 341.4 
Redmond WA 98073 
N O T I C E 
--- - bear Customer(s): 





Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
T 0 F O R E C L O S E 
------ -- ··---
The mortgage on your property is in default for the January 01, 2009 payment and is now l.4 months past due. The TOTAL AMOUNT required to cure your default is$ 32,605.86 . To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are demanding that you make a payment in "CERTIFIED FUNDS" for the total amount due. 
In addition, please be advised as of the date of this letter, $ .00 in late charges have also accrued. 
In the event you do not cure the default in full within THIRTY (30) days from the date of this letter (as provided by the terms of the mortgage), payment of the current principal balance may be accelerated and foreclosure proceedings may be initiated. 
"You are further informed you have the right to reinstate this loan after acceleration pursuant to, and subject to, the p~ovisions and limitations of said Mortgage, and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert the nonexistence of a default or any other defense you may have to foreclosure and sale." 
If you disagree with the assertion that a default has occurred or the calculation of the amount required to cure the default, you may con~act us at 1-800-330- 0423. This is an attempt to collect a debt, any information obtained will be used for that purpose . 
Sincerely, 
Loan Counseling Center .... -.. - -· - fX,OiJ..6-1) 
EXHIBIT 
l G, 
Log in to MortgageQuesti.ons.com -your se1-vicing website connection. 
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P.O. Box 5452, Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054·5452 
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Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
PO Box 3 414 
Redmond WA 98073·3414 
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www. morlgngequesliontt eorn a11d view 
your mortgage accounl onlorm~llon tn cocondo• 
MAKE CHECK$ P,1>.VA8LI: TO: 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
PO Box 7151 
Pasadena, CA 91 109-7151 




- : r on your check. 
t a ,nclose I coupon 
11th pai,m1ni. 
I I, I, ,11, ll ,,, Ill I, 111,1 .. l., ,I.,. I I, 1, l,, .. I I, I, 111,, l II I, 111 
• Information Verification 
• Name/ Address Change Form 
• 'l{WW.MortgageQuestions.com 
• Direct Debit Automatic Payment Sign-Up 
• SpeedPay/Mortgage Payment Options 
• $250 Coupon 
• Monthly Payment Coupons 
• Payment and. Contact Information 
I ,. 'I 
l I 
. ( •• 
i!l!!Hiir 
06-01-10 
IF NOT RECEIVED BV 










IFYOU PAY ,.ORE™" l11E .\MOUNT DU(, WE W1LLAPPLYTl1E EXCESS flJNDS 
TO ANY UHPAID UTE CHARGES ftRST AND THEN TO PRINCIPAL (UNLESS YOU 
O!SIGHATE Oll!ERWISli) 
:. -,,a mlnlmum 
- tr.1Mnus d11v1 ro, 
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~ , IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON; DONNA NICKERSON; KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; etal 
Defendant(s) 
I, Donalu Muir, being first duly sworn on oath. deposes and says: 
That I am a resident of the County of Ada, state of Idaho, 
CASE NO.: CV 2011-28 
AFFIDAVIT OF RETURN 
That I am over the age of eighteen years, that I am not a party to the action or related to any of the parties in the above entitled action and I hereby certify that on the 15th day of February, 2012 I received the following: 
SUMMONS; CHARLES NICKERSONS AND DONNA NICKERSON$ AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL; EXHIBITS 
and personally served the same on: JP MORGAN CHASE BANK NA 
by personally seNing STANLEY THARPE- authorized to accept for CT Corporation System (REGISTERED AGENT), who is a person over the age of eighteen, at the following address: 
1111 W JEFFERSON, #530, BOISE, ID 83702 
which seNice was accomplished at said location on 15th February, 2012 at 02:58 PM. 
Attempts and SeNice Comments: 
• 111 1 W JEFFERSON #530, BOISE, ID 83702: 
X :T':ma a..... urDJ I ~ 
Donalu Mi)ir 
Process Server #: 
Attorneys Messenger SeNice 
PO Box 15363 
Boise, ID, 83715 
(208) 345-2905 
Atty FIie#: CV 2011-28 
Job ID#: 105491 I IIIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIIII IIII IIII 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me on the J (£,'\~, day of .._ (j.<lL_1_ ', __ 
T. M.C ON 
NOTARY f UBLIC 
STATE. r= Iii I~( 
xi:..liY\ (\, , C --~ ( ~---
NOTARY PUBLIC FOR THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Residing in, Ada County, ld~7~ c 1......, I 2...-
My commission expires: ~Ty J '-c. . _ 
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Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARREIT, ROCK & 
FJELDS, CHARTERED 
420 Memorial Drive 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
jas@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Thi.rd Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N .A. 
fN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECON'0 JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
through X, 
Defendants. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
vs. 
Counter-Claimant / Third Party 
Plaintiff 
PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, 
Counter-Defendant and JPMORGAN CHASE 
BANK,N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - l 
Case No. CV-11-0028 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
Cllent:2354 756.1 
0 




NOTICE IS HEREBY GNEN that Jon A. Stenquist of the firm Moffatt, Thomas, 
Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chartered, hereby enters his appearance on behalf of Third Party 
Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. Request is also made that notice of all hearings, 
pleadings, and other papers in this matter be sent to the undersigned counsel by facsimile at 
(208) 522-5111, or by mail care of Jon A. Stenquist at Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, 
Chartered, P.O. Box 51505, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405-1505, whichever is most convenient for 
Court and counsel. 
' -~ DATED this _v_ day of March, 2012. 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - 2 




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
&6 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this __ day of March, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF APPEARANCE to be served by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rammell 
JUST LAW OFFlCE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - 3 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 





03/12/2012 MON 15:05 PAX 208 522 5lll Moffatt ~homas 
Jon A. Stenquist., ISB No. 6724 
MOFFA TT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
420 Memorial Drive 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-Sl 11 
jas@rnoffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife~ 
KNOWLTON & Mll..ES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
through~ 
Defendants. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE B~ N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK N.A.'S 
Cru;e No. CV-11-0028 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.'S 
ANSWER TO THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT 
1210 0 2/ 0 0 8 
ANSWER TO THIRD PARTY COMPLAJNT - l Clienl:2354748.1 
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03/12/2012 MON 15:05 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
ANSWER 
COMES NOW third party defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("JPMorgan")t 
by and through undersigned counsel, and as its answer to Defendants/Counter-Claimantsffhird 
Party Plaintiffs ("Nickersons") Third Party Complaint (the "Complaint") responds and alleges as 
follows: 
FIRST DEFENSE 
JPMorgan denies each and every allegation of the Complaint that is not 
specifically and expressly admitted in tlris answer. 
SECOND-DEFENSE 
1. Nickersons' Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted and, therefore, should be dismissed. 
2. Responding to Paragraphs 1-3 of the Complaint, JPMorgan lacks 
sufficient information and knowledge to form a belief as to the truth of those allegations and, 
therefore, denies the same. 
3. JPMorgan denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 of the 
Complaint and affi.nnatively alleges that JPMorgan is a national banking association. 
4. JPMorgan admits the Nickersons executed a Note and Deed of Trust, 
12]0 (J 3/ 00 8 
secured by real property in Clearwater County, Idaho as alleged in Paragraph 5 of the Complaint. 
As for the remaining allegations of Paragraph 5, the contents of the documents attached to the 
Complaint speak for themselves, and therefore require no response. 
5. Responding to Paragraph 6 of the Complaint, JPMorgan admits the 
property consists of more than 50 acres, but lacks sufficient information and knowledge 
regarding to form a belief as to the truth of the use of the property. The remaining allegations of 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK N.A.'S 
ANSWER TO PARTY COMPLAINT - 2 Client2354748.1 
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03/12/2012 MON 15:05 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
Paragraph 6 require a legal conclusion and therefore require no response. 
6. Responding to Paragraph 7 of the Complaint, JPMorgan admits that the 
Nickersons' Note and Mortgage were assigned by Coldwell, but lacks sufficient :information to 
form a belief as to the parties and dates of assignment(s) and therefore denies the remaining 
allegations of Paragraph 7 of the Complaint 
7. JPMorgan denies the allegations contained :in Paragraphs 8-10 of the 
Complaint. 
8. Responding to Paragraph. 11 of the Complaint JPMorgan lacks sufficient 
information and knowledge to form a belief as to the truth of those allegations and, therefore, 
denies the same. 
9. JPMorgan denies the allegations of Paragraphs 12-13 of the Complaint. 
10. Responding to Paragraph 14 of the Complaint JPMorgan lacks sufficient 
infonnation and knowledge to form a belief as to the truth· of those allegations and, therefore, 
denies the same. 
11. Responding to Paragraph 15 of the Complaint, JPMo:rgan admits it 
received a payment on September 2, 2009, but lacks sufficient information and knowledge to 
form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations of said paragraph and, therefore, denies 
the same. 
12. JPMorgan denies the allegations of Paragraph 16 of the Complaint. 
13. Responding to Paragraph 17 of the Complaint, JPMorgan admits it 
received a payment on November 11, 2009, but lacks sufficient information and knowledge to 
form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations of said paragraph and, therefore, denies 
the same. 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK N.A.'S 
r?1.r. i:=. tnn.O 
id]004/008 
ANSWER TO TIDRD PARTY COMPLAINT~ 3 Cliant.2354748.1 
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03/12/2012 MON 15: 05 PAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
Complaint 
DEFE.NSES 
Nickersons' factual allegations fail to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted. 
Nickersons• claims for equitable reliefis improper because Nickersons have an 
adequate remedy at law. 
Nickersons have failed to take reasonable steps to mitigate the claimed or alleged 
damage. 
Nickersons materially breached the Note by failing to pay their obligations as 
required by the terms of the Note. 
Th.e amendments to the written agreements alleged by the Nickersons in the 
Complaint are void under the statute of frauds. 
Plaintiff's claims are barred by the equitable doctrines of unclean hands, !aches, 
and estoppel 
Discovery may disclose the existence of further and additional defenses. 
JPMorgan, therefore, reserves the right to seek leave of Court to am.end its Answer if it deems 
appropriate. 
ia]006/00B 
JPMorgan, by virtue of ilie pleading "Defenses" above, does not admit that said 
defenses are ''affirmative defenses" within the meaning of applicable law, and JPMorgan does 
not assume a burden of proof of production not otherwise imposed upon them as a matter oflaw. 
Additionally, in asserting any ofilie defenses above, JPMorgan does not admit any fault, 
responsibility, or damage, to ilie contrary and expressly deny the same. 
JPMORGAN CHASE N.A.'S 
ANSWERTOTHIRDPARTYCO~IPLAINT~5 Client:2354748., 
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03/12/2012 MON 15:07 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 14]007/008 
ATIORNEY FEES 
JPMorgan has been forced to hire counsel to defend it in this matter and should be 
awarded its reasonable attomey fees pursuant to the terms of the Note, Idaho Code 
Sections 12-120, 12-121 andlor otherlaw. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, JPMorgan prays for judgment as follmvs: 
1. Dismissing the Nickersons' Complaint against it with prejudice, without 
granting any of the relief requested against them; 
2. Awarding JPMorgan its reasonable costs and attorney fees incurred 
defending this action; 
3. Granting such other relief as the Court deems to be just and equitable 
under the circumstances. 
DATED this 12th day of March, 2012. 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK N.A.'S 
ANSWER TO THIRD p ARTY '-''U'L'<JU< 




Attomeys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A 
Clielll:2354748.1 
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03/12/2012 MON 15:07 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 12th day of March, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.'S ANSWER TO THIRD 
PARTY COMPLAINT to be served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rammell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
JPl\fORGAN BANK N.A. 
(x) US. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 




ANSWER TO THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT. 7 Cllent:2354748-1 
132
From: 5239146 Page 2/4 Date 3/13/2012 9:30:43 AM ~rom:Ju~, LAW Ut tl~t Ol;:tl:ll 41S U;:t/ r~ t l Ul l 10: ;o RUl4 t' . UU~/UU4 
03/1 2/201 2 KON 16107 FAX 20& . i2 5 111 Moff att l homas IQ:IUUt:f UUQ 


























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station) Suite 201 
131h and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys fo~ Defendants Nickerson 
IN Tiffi DISTRICT COURT OF THF. SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR. nm COUNTY OP CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKfiRSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husband and 'Wife; KNOWLTON) 
&MILESPLLC;WEILSFARGOBANK,N.Ai ) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and J.P. ) 
MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
· STIPULATION TO CHANGE 
CAPTION 
COMB NOW THE parties, by and through their respective counsel and stipulate to cbMge 
the court caption to roflect that Coldwell Banker is as d/b/a of PH8 Mortgage and change the 
formatting to JPMorgan Chase Bank, NA per the request of tboir respoctive cousel. The new caption 
will appear as set out below: 
2 6 smOLAnON TO CHANGE CAP'I10N 
LAW o,r,eu OP 
CLARK AND PEBNEY. LLP 
I.C.WISTON, 101'\HO A.350 I 
This fax was received by GFI FAXmaker fax seNer. For more information, visit: http:1/www gfi.com 
. ,;' 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DLSTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 




"'· ) ) 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, . hnsband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANl{.N.A., andJOIJNDOES I thnl ) 
X, ) 
) 
Def end ants, ) 
) 
COLDW];l.L BANKER MORTGAGE. a) 
d/h/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and) 
JFMORGAN CHASE DANK, N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, 
-l fl / 
DATED this~ day of March, 2012. 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
CLAlUC and FEENEY 
By.~~/1,;:__~("".~~-L~ {;:;:_: --:-::(-=-~~ 
Charles Mitchell, antember of the firm. 
_{) ttomcys for Plaintiffs 
DATED this $.,day of March, 2012, 
JUST LA 
as ell 
Attorney for PHH Mortgage and Coldwell Baoker 
Mortgage 
2 6 smULAnONJO CHANGE CAPTION 
LAW OFJl1CES 01' 
CLAR.K. A ND FEENEY. LLP 
LEWl~ON, IDM!O eatsOI 
This fax was received by GFI FAXmaker fax server. For more information,
 visit http://www gfi com 
134
rrom:JU~I LffW UttlLt From: 5239146 Page: 4/4 Date: 3/13/2012 9:30:44 AM tJ~;:ttfl 'Jti U;:t/ ~. "' .!Ul i! l O: i! I ffU~4 t'. UU4/UU4 
03/ l2/20l2 KON lb: 0 / Fl\X ZUb , ,::t !:1.LJ.J. 110:c:ca,:,:; :rnomas 


























DATED this CjC day of Marc~ 2012. 
MOFPATT THOMAS BARRETI ROCK & FIELDS 
By; 1~z = ---~~
JonSte~ 
Attorney for JPMorgan Chase Ba.nk, NA 
CERTJFlCAIE OJl SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /6/h day ofM!U'ch, 2012, I caused t.o be served a true 
and correct copy of th.e foregoing docum~nt by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
:following: 
Jason R Ramm.ell, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail Just Law Office HJind Delivered 
381 Shoup Ave. D Overnight Mail 
PO Box.50271 0 'telecopy 208-523-9146 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jou A. Stenquist ~ U.S. Mail Moffatt Thomas BanettR.ock & Fields Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 0 Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 0 Telecopy 208-S22-5111 
·1 
ey for Def endan:ts 
2 6 STXPt.JLA.UON 'l'O CHANG.E'CAPTION ""3· 
I.AW OFP1Celi O, 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LE:WISTON, ICl-'KO 93SOI 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON) 
&MILESPLLC; WELLSFARGOBANK,N.A., ) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and J.P. ) 
MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
ORDER TO CHANGE CAPTION 
* * * * * * * * * * 
COMES NOW THE COURT having reviewed the Stipulation of the parities filed herein and 
for good cause appearing therefor; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the caption in this matter shall be amended and shall appear 
as set out below: 
2 6 ORDER TO CHANGE CAPTION -1-
LAW OFFICES O F 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 



























IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife;) 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS) 





COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a ) 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and) 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, 
DATED this 2.a i--day of March, 2012 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
2 6 ORDER TO CHANGE CAPTION -2-
LAW OFFICE:S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 



























CLERK'S CERTIFlclATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on thc))~ay of March, 2012, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
John C. Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
PO Box 285 
1229 Main Street, Ste 201 









U .S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 






2 6 ORDER TO CHANGE CAPTION -3-
LAW O F F ICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 
LEWIS T O N , IDAH O 831501 
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JOHN CHL-\RLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 20 l 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Ba.rNo. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Niokerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, ) 
) 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON ) 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK,N.A., ) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE. a d/b/a) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE 
Clerk 
eputy 
I, JASON RAMMELL, attorney from above-named Defendant Coldwell Banker ~ rtgage, 
a ~ a . of f'iPHH Mortgage does hereby acknowledge receipt on this ~ day of 
~c..,.(l..c.X,... , 2012, of a copy of tl1e Charles Nickerson 's and Donna 
2 6 ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE -1-
LAW OF'Flt:EG OP' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
L.&WIS1'01'1, 1DAH0 83901 
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Nickerson 's Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial and 
Summons in the above-entitled action. I herewith accept seIVice of said Charles Nickerson 'sand 
Donna Nickerson 's Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third P(JJ·ty Complaint and Demand for Jury 
Trial and Summons on said date at ~ ~\.L-'). , Idaho, with the same 
force and effect as though the same had been personally served pon the Defendant by the Sheriff. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this J/o~ day of )J!&tch , 2012. 
., 
Not~ lfoforSWeo~ ,4 
Residing at ,222,a::n; r: '2 -~ 
My conunission expires: 9 ·df<.2tJI S: 
'°vaL\c, ./ I .'\. .··o s 
,.. ••• • •· . )lo ~ 





2 6 ACCEPTANCE OF SERVICE .z. 
LAW Ol'l'"IC!sli 01'" 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 
L E:WISTON, ICIAHO a:aao 1 
140
SECOND "TDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE - . IDAHO . ~ /. j 
IN , i.l FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARW ,..._ ..:fl.R , -1.t!./_!f.t.f':J.. AT 
150 MICHIGAN A VE / _ :.J.. 7 S'f~p INO IL-At 1... 
OROFINO, IDAHO 83544 av ______ -17~----
PHH Mortagae 
vs. 






Case No: CV-20 I 1-0000028 
NOTICE OF HEARING 




Tuesday, Apri l 10, 2012 
Michael J Griffin 
District Courtroom 
9:30 AM PST 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in 
th is office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as fo llows on March 26th, 20] 2. 
JASON R RAMMELL 
P.O. BOX 50271 381 SHOUP AVE 
lDAHO FALLS ID 83405 
(208) 523-9146 
.LMailed Hand Delivered Faxed 
JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
P.O. DRAWER 285 
LEWISTON ID 83501 
(208) 746-9610 
'_/_ Mailed 
JON A STENQUIST 
P O BOX 51 S"oS' 
Hand Delivered __ Faxed 
IDAHO FALLS ID 8340S-
(20~ 522-5111 
L Mai led __ Hand Delivered Faxed 
Dated: March 26th, 2012 
C rie Bird 
rk Of h 
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04/03/2012 TUE 11:21 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas {iJ002/003 
Jon A Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOPFATI, THOMAS, BARRETI, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
420 Memorial Drive 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522--6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
jas@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND ruDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MrLES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
throughX, 
Defendants. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 




PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, 
Counter-Defendant and JPMORGAN CHASE 
BANK,NA., 
Third Party Defendants. 
NOTICE OF SERVICE -1 
Case No. CV-11-0028 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF THIRD 
PARTY DEFENDANT JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS 
FOR .PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION TO 
THIRD P .ARTY PLAINTIFFS 
CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON 
Cl181lt2337g()5.1 
142
04/03/2012 TUE 11:22 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GNEN that on the 2nd day of April, 2012, a copy of 
THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION TO THIRD PARTY PLAINTIFFS CHARLES AND 
DONNA NICKERSON and a copy of the NOTICE OF SERVICE were served by the method 
indicated below and addressed to the following at the address shmvn below: 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm.ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BAR.REIT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
Gz:]003/003 




CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
Clerk Oat. Court 
Clc::i!'t1nter Count , Idaho 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTIUCT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NTCKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES T thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
COLDWELL BANKER 
MORTGAGE, a d/b/a of PHH 
MORTGAGE'S ANSWER TO 
THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
("Coldwell") replies to the Defendants' Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint ("Complaint") 
as follows: 
Answer to Third-Party Complaint - Page 1 
! 0650-NI 
144
1. All allegations not expressly and specifically admitted herein are deemed denied. 
2. Nickersons' Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted and, 
therefore, should be dismissed. 
3. In response to Paragraph 1 of the Complaint, Coldwell lacks sufficient 
information and knowledge to form a belief as to the truth of those allegations and, therefore, 
denies the same. 
4. In response to Paragraphs 2-3 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby admits. 
5. In response to Paragraph 4 of the Complaint, Coldwell lacks sufficient 
information and knowledge to form a belief as to the truth of those allegations and, therefore, 
denies the same. 
6. In response to Paragraph 5 of the Complaint, Coldwell admits the Nickersons 
executed a Note and Deed of Trust, secured by real property in Clearwater County, Idaho. As for 
the remaining allegations of Paragraph 5, the contents of the documents attached to the 
Complaint speak for themselves, and therefore require no response. 
7. In response to Paragraph 6 of the Complaint, Coldwell admits the property 
consists of more than 50 acres, but lacks sufficient information and knowledge to form a belief 
as to the truth of the use of the property. The remaining allegations of Paragraph 6 require legal 
conclusion and therefore require no response. 
8. In response to Paragraph 7 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby admits. 
9. Paragraphs 8 - 22 do not apply to Coldwell and require no responsive pleading. 
Any allegation made to Coldwell is hereby denied. 
10. In response to Paragraph 23 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby admits. 
Answer to Third-Party Complaint - Page 2 
10650-NJ 
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11. Paragraph 24 is admitted in part and denied in part; specifically, Coldwell admits 
that assignment was executed dated June 9, 2010 and recorded June 14, 2010. Any other 
allegations to Coldwell are hereby denied. 
12. In response to Paragraphs 25 and 26 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby admits. 
13. In response to Paragraphs 27 and 28 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby denies the 
same. 
14. In response to Paragraph 29 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby admits. 
15. In response to Paragraphs 30 and 31 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby denies the 
same. 
16. Paragraph 32 of the Complaint is a precatory statement and requires no responsive 
pleadings. Any allegation to Coldwell is hereby denied. 
17. In response to Paragraphs 33 through 42 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby 
denies the same. 
18. In response to Paragraph 43 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby denies the 
Nickersons' allegation that they did not breach the terms of the Note. In further response to 
Paragraph 43 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby denies that written notice was not provided to 
the Nickersons. 
19. In response to Paragraphs 44 through 57 of the Complaint, Coldwell hereby 
denies the same. 
DEFENSES 
20. Nickersons' factual allegations fail to state a claim upon which relief can be 
granted. 
Answer to Third-Party Complaint - Page 3 
10650-NI 
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21. Nickersons' claims for equitable relief are improper because Nickersons have an 
adequate remedy at law. 
22. Nickersons have failed to take reasonable steps to mitigate the claimed or alleged 
damage. 
23. Nickersons materially breached the Note by failing to pay their obligations as 
required by the terms of the Note. 
24. The amendments to the written agreements alleged by the Nickersons in the 
Complaint are void under the statute of frauds. 
25. Nickersons' claims are barred by the equitable doctrines of unclean hands, laches, 
and estoppel. 
26. Discovery may disclose the existence of further and additional defenses. 
Coldwell, therefore, reserves the right to seek leave of Court to amend its Answer if it deems 
appropriate. 
27. Coldwell, by virtue of the pleading "Defenses" above, does not admit that said 
defenses are "affirmative defenses" within the meaning of applicable law, and Coldwell does not 
assume a burden of proof of production not otherwise imposed upon them as a matter of law. 
Additionally, in asserting any of the defenses above, Coldwell does not admit any fault, 
responsibility, or damage to the contrary and expressly deny the same. 
ATTORNEY FEES 
1. In accordance with the contract between the parties, Coldwell is entitled to an 
award of all costs and reasonable attorney fees. 
2. In accordance with LC.§§ 12-120(3) and 121, Coldwell is entitled to an award of 
all costs and reasonable attorney fees. 
Answer to Third-Party Complaint - Page 4 
10650-NI 
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, Coldwell hereby prays for judgment as fo llows: 
I. Judgment dismissing Nickersons' Counterclaim and Third-Party Complaint and 
Nickersons' take nothing. 
2. An award of al I costs and reasonable attorney fees. 
3. For such further and other relief as the court deems j ust and equitable. 
DATED this~ y of March, 2012. 
( -""'~c....:;;........,;.;- "'-----------
Jas 
Attorney for Coldwell Banker Mortgage a 
d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ,;tfP day of March, 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
ldaho Falls, rD 83405 
Answer to Tbird-Party Complaint- Page 5 
/0650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[x] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
~ ] Other f:'ma, J 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[x] U.S. Mai l, Postage Prepaid 
[x] Facsimile (208)522-5111 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, et al. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON, et al., 
Defendants. 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 










John Mitchell, Attorney for the Defendants 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 04/10/2012 Tape: CD514-1 Time: 9:36 A.M. 
Subject of Proceeding: Telephonic Scheduling Conference 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
FOOTAGE: 
9:36 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, presiding. Parties present 
telephonically: Jason Rammell, Attorney for PHH Mortgage; Jeremy Carr 
appearing for John Mitchell, Attorney for Defendants; John Stenquist, Attorney 
for J.P. Morgan Chase Bank. Court advises this is the time set for a 
scheduling conference. 
9:36 Court inquires of counsel if they are ready to set a trial date. 
9:37 Mr. Rammell advises he believes they are ready to set a date. J.P. Mortgage 
was just added in as a party, but feels a trial date can still be set up. 
9:37 Mr. Stenquist advises he will be filing his answer in the next week or two. 
9:38 Colloquy between Court and counsel regarding a trial date. Counsel advise the 
trial will take approximately one week. 
9:48 Court sets a jury trial for the week of 12/03/2012 beginning at 9:00 a.m.; 
telephonic pretrial conference at 1 :00 p.m. on 11/27/2012; expert witnesses by 
6/30/2012; rebuttal witnesses by 7/31/2012; discovery cutoff by 8/31/2012; 
motions for summary judgment filed by 9/4/2012; motion for summary 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 of 1 
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PHH MORTGAGE, et al VS. CHARLES NICKERSON, et al 
CASE NO. CV2011 -28 
judgment hearing will be heard 10/2/2012 @ 1 :00 p.m. 
9:54 Court in recess. 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 2 of 2 
Approved: 
MIC~ . GRIFFIN 
District' ~ udge 
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FILED_ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON, and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON) 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A., ) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a/ ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP MORGAN CHASE) 
BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
Case No. CV2011-28 
ORDER SCHEDULING 
CASE FOR TRIAL 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-entitled case be set for jury trial before 
the Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, at the Clearwater County Courthouse in 
Orofino, Idaho on the 3rd day of December, 2012 at 9:00 a.m., Pacific Time. Trial is 
expected to last one week. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a telephonic final pre-trial conference shall be 
held at the Clearwater County Courthouse in Orofino, Idaho on November 27, 2012 at 
1:00 p.m., Pacific Time. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the parties and counsel comply with the 
following: 
I. Parties shall disclose the names and addresses of all expert witnesses 
expected to testify in their case in chief [must comply with IRCP 
26(b)(4)(A)(i)] to opposing counsel on or before June 30, 2012. 
ORDER FOR TRIAL-1 
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2. All parties shall disclose the names and addresses of all rebuttal expert 
witnesses [must comply with IRCP 26(b)(4)(A)(i)] to opposing counsel on or 
before June 30, 2012. 
3. Any witnesses not properly disclosed pursuant paragraphs 1 and 2 shall be 
subject to exclusion at trial. Counsel shall provide a separate list of all lay 
and expert witnesses to the court reporter at least 7 days prior to trial . 
4. All discovery shall be completed by August 31, 2012. 
5. All motions for summary judgment shall be filed by September 4, 2012, and 
heard on the October 2, 2012 at 1:00 p.m., Pacific Time. 
6. All other pretrial motions shall be filed and noticed for hearing pursuant to 
the IRCP. Counsel should contact the clerk for a hearing date. 
7. All parties shall prepare in writing and submit to the Court in advance of the 
pre-trial hearing, a concise statement of the claims and/or defenses asserted 
by that party. 
8. All parties shall prepare a list of exhibits to be offered at trial and submit 
those lists to the court prior to the final pre-trial conference. 
9. All parties shall submit to the court in writing prior to the final pre-trial 
conference any contentions of law relied upon. 
10. All parties shal l submit any requested jury instructions to the court and 
opposing counsel at least 7 days before the trial. 
Dated this J/ht::day of ...... 4""""'@-+---'-r ."..._l __ ,, 2012. 
__ -:s_ --_ C-"---1-1 ,----
ichae1 J. Griffin , V 
District Court Judge 
ORDER FOR TRIAL-2 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing ORDER FOR TRIAL was 
mailed by the undersigned at Orofino, Idaho this 10th day of April, 2012, to: 
Jason Rammell 
Just Law Office 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
John Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, 
Rock & Fields, Chartered 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
ORDER FOR TRIAL-3 
Carrie Bird 
Clerk of the District Court 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - TSB l 779 
JASON R. RJ\.MMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shot1p Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PIJH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND .JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defend ant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PI Ill MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Notice of Service (2"d Requests) - Page I 
/0650-Nf 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
PLAINTIFF/THIRD PARTY 
DEFENDANT'S SECOND SET 
OF REQUESTS FOR 
ADMISSIONS, 
INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
TO THE NICKERSONS 
154
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on this 2i11 day of April 2012, 1 certify that I 
served a true and correct copy of Plaintiffffhird Party Defendant's Second Set of Requests 
for Admissions, Interrogatories and Requests for Production to the Nickersons pursuant to 
Rules 33, 34 and 36 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, upon the following individuals by the 
method indicated below: 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
Chtd. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Notice of Service [2"~ Requests I - Page 2 
10650-Nl 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
W U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ l Facsimile 
[ J Other _______ _ 
l ] Hand Delivered 
[:X] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 

























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON ) 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK,N.A., ) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and J.P.) 
MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
SUMMONS 
* * * * * * * * * * 
TO: COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE 
23 NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF. THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER 




2 6 SUMMONS -1-
LAW O FFIC E:S OF 
CLA RK AN D FEENEY. LLP 
L.E: WIS T O N , IO AH O 63501 
, I 



























You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written response 
must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this Summons on you. 
If you fail to so respond the court may enter judgment against you as demanded by the plaintiff in 
the Complaint. 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the advice or 
representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that your written response, 
if any, may be fi led in time and other legal rights protected. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule lO(a)(l) and other Idaho 





The title and number of this case. 
If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or denials 
of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may claim. 
Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiffs attorney, as 
designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the Clerk of the 
above-named court. If\ Kh. 
DATED this -1t.:_ day of .JtttttilifY, 2012. 
I, 
I 
CLERK OF THE DISTRlCT COURT 
26 SUMMONS -2-
LAW OFF ICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 



























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
J 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON) 
&MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGOBANK,N.A., ) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and J.P. ) 
MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
) 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
SUMMONS 
* * * * * * * * * * 
TO: JP MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A. 
NOTICE: YOU HAVE BEEN SUED BY THE ABOVE-NAMED PLAINTIFF. THE 
COURT MAY ENTER JUDGMENT AGAINST YOU WITHOUT FURTHER 
NOTICE UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE 
INFORMATION BELOW. 
26 SUMMONS -1-
LAW OFF IC ES OF 
CLARK A ND FEENEY, LLP 



























You are hereby notified that in order to defend this lawsuit, an appropriate written response 
must be filed with the above designated court within 20 days after service of this Summons on you. 
If you fail to so respond the court may enter judgment against you as demanded by the plaintiff in 
the Complaint. 
A copy of the Complaint is served with this Summons. If you wish to seek the advice or 
representation by an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that your written response, 
if any, may be filed in time and other legal rights protected. 
An appropriate written response requires compliance with Rule 1 O(a)(l) and other Idaho 





The title and number of this case. 
If your response is an Answer to the Complaint, it must contain admissions or denials 
of the separate allegations of the Complaint and other defenses you may claim. 
Your signature, mailing address and telephone number, or the signature, mailing 
address and telephone number of your attorney. 
Proof of mailing or delivery of a copy of your response to plaintiffs attorney, as 
designated above. 
To determine whether you must pay a filing fee with your response, contact the Clerk of the 
above-named court. 1 " , 
l,~ . i-'vt)" DATED this __ - day of .rttnttMy, 20 l 2. 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
26 SUMMONS -2-
l.AW Of'"F'ICE:S OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 



























JOI-IN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, fN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 




Case No. CV 2011-28 
NOTICE OF SER VICE 
I, John C. Mitchell, attorney for Plaintiffs, pursuant to I.R.C.P., Rule 33(a)(5), certify that on 
the i day of May, 2012, the original NICKERSONS' ANSWERS TO THIRD PARTY 
DEFENDANT JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S FIRST SET OF ADMISSIONS TO THIRD PARTY 
PLAINTIFF'S CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON was deposited in the United States Mail, 
postage prepaid, addressed to Jon A. Stenquist, Moffatt thomas Ban-ett Rock & Fields, PO Box 
51505, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 and sent via fax to 208-522-5111. 
26 NOTICE OF SERVICE -1-
LAW OFF ICl:S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























DATED this /ff'day of May, 2012. 
itchell, a memncr of th firm .-,1:.__. 
y for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the JBtti day of May, 201 1, I caused to be served a true and 
con-ect copy of the :foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail 
Just Law Office D Hand Delivered 
381 Shoup Ave. D Overnight Mail 
PO Box 50271 ~ Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist ~ U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 l(Y Telecopy (208) 522-5 111 
By: 
Attorney 
NOTICE OF SERVICE -2-
LAW O r F IC CS O F 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 





























CLERK- DISTR;cr COU~T 
CLEARWATER cou:ny 
OROFINO, IDAHO 
2D1Z JUN 1 Pf/ 3 1 LI I / 
CASE NO. _.f..!J.JP \ /, J.'"u -
JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
BY __ --J.Ba!..:;O=-- DE PUT'( 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0 . Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attomeys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 




Case No. CV 2011-28 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
I, John C. Mitchell, attorney for Plaintiffs, pursuant to T.R.C.P., Rule 33(a)(5), certify that on 
the _M day of May, 2012, a copy of DEFENDANT CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON' S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION, AND REQUESTS FOR 
ADMISSIONS TO PLAlNTIFF was deposited in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed 
NOTICE OF SERVICE .J. 
LAW OFFICES O F 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























to Jason R. Rammell, Esq., Just Law Office, 381 Shoup Ave., PO Box 50271, Idaho Falls, Idaho 
83405. 
DATED this ..3.1_ day of May, 2012. 
< 
itchell, a member of the firm 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
l HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 31_ day of May, 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. D U.S . Mail 
Just Law Office D Hand Delivered 
381 Shoup Ave. D Overnight Maj] 
PO Box 50271 D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist D U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
NOTICE OF SERVICE .2. 
LAW OFFICES OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 





















CARRIE e.lRO ,~ _ 
CLERK- OISiRlCi"~?UK l 
CLEAR\liA"iER CvU 11'< 
CROrlNO. IDAr\0 
'lul'l JUN 1 PA 3 1 ~ ./ 
fh) \ l!rlL--CAS ENO . .-Ml/\~~---
JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
·jb() oEPUi'( B'f __ ---1~-
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 




Case No. CV 2011-28 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
2 o COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and 







Third Party Defendants, 
I, John C. Mitchell, attorney for Plaintiffs, pursuant to I.R.C.P. , Rule 33(a)(5), certify that on 
the ..:.2L_ ctay ofMay, 2012, acopyofDEFENDANTCHARLES ANDDONNANICKERSON'S 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORJES, REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION, AND REQUESTS FOR 
NOTICE OF SERVICE -1-
LAW OFFICES OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























ADMISSIONS TO JP MORGAN CHASE BANK was deposited in the United States Mail, postage 
prepaid, addressed to Jon A. Stenquist, Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields, PO Box 51505, 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405. 
DATED this ~ day of May, 2012. 
· cheJl, a member of the firm 
Attorn for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of May, 201 1, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. RammelJ, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail 
Just Law Office 0 Hand Delivered 
381 Shoup Ave. 0 Overnight Mail 
PO Box 50271 D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist % U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy (208) 522-511 J 
for Defendants Nickerson 
NOTICE OF SERVICE -2-
LA W OFFIC E S OF 
CLARK A N D FEENEY. LLP 





CLERK - DISTRICT COURT 
CLEARWATER COUNTY 
OROFINO, IDAHO 
2012 JUN ~ A1 9 01 
3 JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
CASE NO. t Y .J.0 II ~8 J 
























The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0 . Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 




Case No. CV 2011-28 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
I, John C. Mitchell, attorney for Plaintiffs, pursuant to I.R.C.P., Rule 33(a)(5), certify that on 
/ ~/ the __ day of June, 2012, the original of NICKERSON'S ANSWERS TO TIDRD PARTY 
DEFENDANT JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES, 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS TO 
NOTlCE OF SERVICE -1-
l.AW OFFICE:S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 



























THIRD PARTY PLAJNTIFF' S CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON was deposited in the 
United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to Jon A. Stenquist, Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock 
& Fields, PO Box 51505, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405. 
1
sr . 
DA TED this __ day of June, 2012. 
. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
ey for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the __ day of June, 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
conect copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell., Esq. ~ U.S. Mail 
Just Law Of-fice D Hand Delivered 
381 Shoup Ave. D Overnight Mail 
PO Box 50271 D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist gt U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy (208) 522-511 l 
(~I 
26 NOTICE OF SERVICE -2-
'-AW OFFICE:S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 
L E:WISTON, IDAHO 8 3 50 1 
167
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
CARRIE Bno 
CLERK- DI STRICT COURT 
CLEARWATER COUNTY 
OROflNO. IDAIW 
2012 JUN 6 Prl 12 51 
CASE ,rn.C\/( t , Z.6 
0'1~ BY ir= DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND .JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Notice or Admissions Deemed Admitted - Page 1 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
NOTICE OF ADMISSIONS 
DEEMED ADMITTED 
168
In accordance with I.R.C.P. 36(a), notice is hereby given that the requests for admission 
served upon counsel for the Defendants, Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, by mail on 
April 27, 2012 are hereby deemed admitted for failure to answer or bject within 30 days . 
.:1~ 
Dated this -+-- day of June 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~~ day of June 2012, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields Chtd. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Notice of Admissions Deemed Admitted - Page 2 
10650-NJ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[,J Other __ e_>:m .......... i ..... l____ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 






























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
CAR • 8!:H) 
ClFRK - Dl~rRICT COURT 
< 1 r.i RWATER COUNTY 
CR O FI ~' 0. I DA H 0 
2012 JUN 7 rn 3 ~s 
c .s;: trn. C\/f J, 2B 
t. )' d ~ 
P --------1-,{,L,,.....t..t_OEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 

















COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 




Case No. CV 2011-28 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
I, John C. Mitchell, attorney for Defendants Nickerson, pursuant to I.R.C.P., Rule 33(a)(5), 
certify that on the &'f/i day of June 2012, the original of the NICKERSON'S ANSWERS TO 
PLAINTIFF/TH1RD PARTY DEFENDANT'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES, 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS TO 
NOTICE OF SERVICE .J. 
LAW OFF ICE:$ OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























NICKERSON was deposited in the United States Mail, postage prepajd, addressed to Jason R. 
Rammell, Esq., Just Law Office, 381 Shoup Ave., PO Box 50271, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405. 
DATED this (.;,#f day of June, 2012. 
itchell, a member of the firm 
Atto ey for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVTCE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the &fl, day of June, 2012> I caused to be served a true and 
conect copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail 
Just Law Office D Hand Delivered 
381 Shoup Ave. D Overnight Mail 
PO Box 50271 D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist )r U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho FalJs, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
or Defendants Nickerson 
NOTlCE OF SERVICE -2-
LAW OFFICE:S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 831501 
171
JUN. 11. 20 12 4:31PM 
1 
2 
CLARK & FEEN EY ATTY 
3 JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
4 The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
5 P. 0. Drawe:r: 285 
6 Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
7 IdahoStateBarNo.7159 
8 Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
9 




2012 JUN 11 rn y 2 7 
C~SE NO._(~ L\ -~e ,, 
BY_ \J{ r ~n•i-
1 
v 
~ u._' I 
10 
11 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND ruDICIAL DISTRICT OF TIIB 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
12 PHH MORTGAGE, ) 
) 
13 Plaintiffi'Counter-Defendant, ) 
14 vs. 
15 CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
16 NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & 1',ffLES PLLC; WELLS 















20 COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, ad/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 










Case No. CV 2011-28 
OBJECTION TO NOTICE OF 
ADMISSIONS DEEMED ADMITTED 
AND/OR MOTION TO WITHDRAW OR 
AMEND ADMISSIONS IF DEEMED 
ADMITTED RE. JPMORGAN. 
LAW O FF'IC[S 01" 
CLARK A ND FEENEY. LLP 
Llli:Wl$TON, le>AHO 0::11!!101 
172



























COMES NOW the Defendants Nickerson, by and through their attorney of record, John C. 
Mitchell, and object to JPMORGAN' S admissions deemed admitted. 
Third Party Defendant JPMorgan served Third Party Defendant JPMorgan CHASE Bank's 
First Set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents and Requests for Admission to 
Third Party Plaintiffs Charles and Donna Nickerson to Nickerson.s by mail on April 2, 2012 which 
would have made them due Wednesday, May 2, 2012, adding another 3 days mailing by Rule would 
make them due Saturday, May 5, 2012 or Monday, May 7, 2012. Mr. Stenquist1 attorney for Third 
Party Defendant had agreed to an extension to May 11, 2012. Defendants Nickerson served an 
unsigned copy of their Answers to Admissions on May 11, 2012, but due to the unavailability to the 
Defendants, the copy was unsigned. Defendants were able to come in and sign a copy of the 
responses and the signed copy was served via fa.x and mail on May 18, 2012. 
Third Party Defendant JPMorgan faxed a letter dated May 1 7, 2012, stating that they would 
deed the Admissions admitted because they had not been signed. Defendants Nickerson would ask 
the court to deem Defendants May 18, 2012 responses as sufficient and timely OR 1n the altemative 
to withdraw any admissions deemed admitted and amended by such responses served on May 18, 
2012 pursuant to Rule 36 which provides in part: 
"., .the court may pe:rmit withdrawal or amendment when the presentation of the 
merits of the action will be subserved thereby and the party who obtained the 
admission fails to satisfy the court that withdrawal or amendment will prejudice that 
party in maintaining an action or defense on the merits." 
DATED this //!Aday of June, 2012. 
OBJECTION and/or MOTION 
. Mitchell, a member of the :finn 
ey for Defendants Nickerson 
-2-
LAW OFFIC!,S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
l.E:WISTON, IPAHO e:;so1 
173


























CERTlFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the -1./!_\ay of June, 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
follo'Wing: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 









Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
2 6 OBJECTION and/or MOTION .3-
LAW Ol"l"IC::~.S OF" 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAl-!O e~SOI 
174
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - JSB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
CARRIE !::l 
CLERK- 01 STi1.ICT COURT 
CLEAR\v'A7E~ cour;ry 
ORO FIHO. IDAHO 
2012 JUN 2 5 Prl ~ C9 
CASE t;o. ~U\ \-,:6__ 
BY -{L_ __ DZi"U7'f 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, 
PI a inti ff /Counter-Defendant, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MJLES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES 1 thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
of PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Cotuiter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Response in Opposition f AdmissionsJ - Page l 
10650-Nl 
Case No. CV-201 1-28 
PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT 
NICKERSONS OBJECTION TO 
NOTICE OF ADMISSIONS 
DEEMED ADMITTED 
175
COMES NOW the Plaintiff, by and through its attorney of record, Jason R. Rarnmell of 
Just Law Office, and hereby responds to Defendant Nickersons' objection to Notice of 
Admissions Deemed Admitted and/or Motion to Withdraw or Amend Admissions if Deemed 
Admitted Re: PHH Mortgage, Plaintiff hereby opposes said Motion. The basis for opposing 
Defendants' Objection is that Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 36(c) clearly states: 
"The matter is admitted unless, within 3 0 days after service of the request, or within such 
shorter or longer time as the court may allow, the party to whom the request is directed serves 
upon the party requesting the admission a written answer or objection addressed to the matter, 
signed under oath by the party or by the party's attorney, unless the court shortens the time." 
At no time following service of Plaintiffs' Second Requests for Admissions on April 27, 
2012 or the deadline for response on May 31, 2012, did the Defendants request from the Court a 
longer time in which to respond to Plaintiffs' requests. Therefore, it is the position of Plaintiff 
that the requests for admissions as submitted to Defendant Nickersons be deemed admitted per 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Dated this 
Response in Opposition [Admissions] - Page 2 
10650-NJ 
for PHH Mortgage and Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
176
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2:Zticlday of June 2012, a trne and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Response in Opposition !Admissions] - Page 3 
10650-N! 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
k'.1 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
I)':) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 






























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0 . Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attomeys for Defendants Nickerson 
.:o 
~ JJN 29 f. 10 CS 
Ct SE f!O. tL/_c!J-1}/ (-~ j" 
OY f.Jf, _ o:, i..11Y 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON) 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK,N.A., ) 
and JOHN DOES I thru X, ) 
) 
Defe11dants/Counte,:-claimant ) 
Third Party Plaintiff ) 
) 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants) 
Case No. CV 201 1-28 
NICKERSON'S EXPERT WITNESS 
DISCLOSURE 
2 6 NICKERSON'S EXPERT WITNESS DISCLOSURE · l · 
'.,AW OF'l"ICE:S OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
L.E:WISTON, ICIAHO e:,801 
178














In accordance with the Court's Order Scheduling the Case for Trial dated April 10, 2012 and 
the deadlines set fo1ih in that Order,Counter-Claimant/Third Paity Plaintiff hereby submits its expert 
witness disclosure. 
Expe1i Witness for Counter-Claimant, Third Paity Plaintiff: 
1. Counter-Claimant, Third Party Plaintiff has not yet identified an expert witness to testify 
at trial but expects to have a qualified agent of a loau/bank entity or in the alternative a certified 
accountant. Determination of the expert witness will be dete1mined, with his/her opinion completed, 
by the discovery cut-off set for August 31, 2012 
DATED this 2r"J.ay of June, 2012. 
J obi(G.,.MitchelL a ~1ember of the firm 
Attc;J{~y for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
14 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2tfM day of June, 2012, I caused to be served a true and 












Jason R. Ramrnell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 


















Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LE:WISTON, IDAI-IO ,;l:;l",01 
179
JUN. 29. 2012 9: 46AM 
RON i, 6LE.WE.TI 
WIU.IAM ..JE.Re:MY CAAR 
PAUL THOMAS CLARK 
..JE::.NNll"l!:P! e. D0UGLA$S 
THOMAS W. F"l:E:NCY 
SCOTT 0. GALLINA•• 
-.JONAT HAN 0 , t-lALL.Y 
RUEIE G • .JUNI!:$ • 
T INA L. KERNAN ., 
.,JOHN C. MITCHCL.L 
DOUGLAS L, MUSML.ITZ 
CHARLES M. STROSCH!a:IN " 
' LICCl"~Ctl l'l WMHll"GTON ii OFIS:GON ONL'r 
•· LIC£Nll£C IN IQAHO <ii W~Hll,OTON 
CLARK & FEENEY ATTY 
LAW Ol"F'ICE:S 0~ 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 
Tl-IE: TRAIN STA'rlON, .SUITE I oa 
12ae MAIN STREET 
l".O. DRAWER .:es 
LEWISTON, IC>A~O 831501 
June 29, 2012 
Sent Via Facsimile To: (208) 476-8910 
Clerk of the District Court 
Clearwater County 
Attn: Civil Dept. 
PO Box 586 
Orofino, ID 83 544 
Re: PHH Mortgage v. Nickerson et. al. 
Clearwater County Case No. CV 2011-28 
Dear Clerk; 
Tt:~11:PHONc 
(208) 743-96 1$ 




Total Pages ,j 
Enclosed herein for filing is the Nick.erson's Expert Disclosure. Please file this document in the 
usual manner. 
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
JCM:tc 
Enclosures 
cc: Mr. & Ivfrs. Nickerson w/enc. 
Sincerely, 
CLARK & FEENEY 
Dictated by Mr. Mitchell ancl sent 
wi1hout signature to avoid delay 
By: John C. Mitchell 
Mr. Jason Rammell w/enc. Sent Via Facsimile To: (208) 523~9146 
Mr. JonA. Stenquist w/enc. Sent Via Facsimile To: (208) 522-5111 
T<>tal Pages .:5 
Total Pages 3-
The pages comprising this.f.1cs1'mile transmission contain confidential information from the office of Clark and Feeney. 
This information i.s intended .sol?ly for use by the individual entity named as the ,·ecipienr hereof If you are not the 
intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribitrion or use <)/ the contents of this transmission is 
pl'ohibited. Jfyou lu:rve received this transmission in error, please notify us by relephone immediately so we may arrange 
to retrieve this trmumission Cit no cosr ro you 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
CA:1R!E C! . , 
CLE RK - D1SiR:C7 CC,Uh 1 
C LEAfL /,TE r{ C OU t. T 
0110Fli:O. 1:l'1.HO 
2012 JUN 29 Pn 3 iO 
CJ..SE IW . .bJJl· IB -
BY __ \l..Jl..,h\t-,-- !) E .' ~JT'' 
IN THE DISTIUCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
of PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Expert Witness Disclosure - Page l 
/0650-NJ 





In accordance with the Court's Order Scheduling the Case for Trial dated April 10, 2012 
and the deadlines set forth in that Order, Plaintiff hereby submits its expert witness disclosure. 
Expert Witness for Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff has not yet identified an expert witness to testify at trial but expects to have a 
qualified agent of a loan/bank entity or in the alternative a certified account. 
Determination of the expert witness will be determined with his/her opinion will be 
completed by the discovery cut-off set for August 31, 2012 . 
. ~ 
Dated this~ .. ~) day of June, 2012. 
Expert Witness Disclosure - Page 2 
10650-NJ 
. . 
/~/·-T~~7' .. :.:~.. .. Q_ -, 
.~ . ~·.....:..:':::::t:.2>~L--~:::::::...:=-===::::::=------
( c~rnmell 
· Attorney for Plaintiff and Third 
Party Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ,-, ?J!' day of June, 2012, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Jolm Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Expert Witness Disclosure - Page 3 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
['x.] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
M U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
"-- / /) . .......:... 





07/02/2012 MON 16:33 PAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas !2100 2/00 4 
Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFA TI', THOMAS, BARRET1', ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
420 Memorial Drive 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
jas@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 




0 ,W FI.' U. I.) AH 0 
.. 2012 JUL 2 rri s r 1 
CASE HO. CJJ L1=_3K 
BY _ ......._}C-=-- D,-P -y 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTlUCT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wifo; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
through X, 
Defendants. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK N.A. 'S 
EXPERT WITNESS DISCLOSURE - 1 
Case No. CV-11-0028 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.'S 
EXPERT WITNESS DISCLOSURE 
Client:2480043 1 
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07/02/2012 MON 16: 33 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
In accordance with the Court's Order Scheduling the Case for Trial dated 
April 10, 2012 and the deadlines set forth in said Order, Plaintiff hereby submits its expert 
witness disclosure as follows: 
Expert Witness for Third Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A.: 
Accountants and CP As: Rudd & Company, PLLC (Richard Hale and Scott Bond, 
Partners) 725 South Woodruff Avenue, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83401. It is expected that these 
experts will testify regarding the accounting history, accuracy and allegations and defenses 
raised in this case, however, because discovery documents have not been provided by the parties, 
an expert report is not available at this time. Plaintiff has not yet identified additional expert 
witness to testify at trial but reserves the right to supplement this disclosure upon receipt of the 
Nickersons' deposition testimony. 
DATED this 29th day of June, 2012. 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
IZ!003/004 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK N.A.'S 
EXPERT WITNESS DISCLOSURE - 2 Client:2480043.1 
185
07/02/2012 MON 16: 33 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 29th day of June, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A.'S EXPERT WITNESS 
DISCLOSURE to be served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
IZ]004/004 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK N.A.'S 
EXPERT WITNESS DISCLOSURE - 3 Client:2480043.1 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ.- ISB 1779 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ.- ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup A venue 
P .O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9 l 46 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
CARRIE 8! :) 
CLERK- DISTRICT CO~R, 
C LEMlW1~ TF. R COU >.:7'( 
OROFIHO, IDAHO 
2D12 JUL 6 rr1 2 03 
CASE tlO . .C..~.LL:J-8 _ 
GY it. DE:'UTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Notice of Compliance I Admissions] - Page 1 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-20 11-28 
NOT[CE OF COMPLIANCE -
Response to Requests for 
Admissions 
187
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on this 3rd day of July 2012, I certify that I served a 
true and c01Tect copy of Plaintiff/Third Party Defendant's Response to Defendant 
Nickersons' Requests for Admissions pursuant to Rules 33, 34 and 36 of the Idaho Rules of 
Civil Procedure, upon the following individuals by the method indicated below: 
John Charles MitchelJ 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Banett Rock & Fields 
Chtd. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Notice of Compliance I Ad missions I - Page 2 
/0650-N! 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)<] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
L ] Facsimile 
f;i(J Other - Email 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
D<-J] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
L : Facsimile 




07/1 0/20 1 2 TUE 13: 54 F AX 208 522 51 11 Moff att Thomas ~ 0 02/00 4 
Jon A Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETI,ROCK& 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
420 Memorial Drive 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
jas@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Parly Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bani<, N.A. 
,I 
TN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDlClAL DISTRlCT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, 
Plain tiff/ Counter-Defendant, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband ru1d wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
throughX, 
Defendants. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANK.ER MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Pa1ty Defendants. 
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 1 
Case No. CV-11-0028 
NOTICE OF SERVICE: 
THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S 
RESPONSES TO NICKERSONS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR 
ADMISSIONS 
Cllent.24831 ee. 1 
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07/10/2012 TUE 13: 54 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GNEN that on the 2nd day of July, 2012, the original of 
THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S RESPONSES TO 
NICKERSONS' FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS and a copy of the 
NOTICE OF SERVICE were served by the method indicated below and addressed to the 
following at the address shown below: 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 7 46-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
and true copies of the THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S 
RESPONSES TO NICKERSONS' FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS and 
NOTICE OF SERVICE were served by the method indi<;:ated below and addressed to the 
following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
DATED this 2nd day of July, 2012. 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
B~~-_ 
Jon A.: Of the Finn 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
ldi003/004 
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 2 Client:2463166. 1 
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C7/10/2012 TUE 13: 54 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2nd day of July, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF SERVICE: THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S RESPONSES TO NICKERSONS' FIRST SET OF 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS to be served by the method indicated below, and addressed 
to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rammell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
(x) ffS. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
ld]004/004 
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 3 Client:2483168.1 
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Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFA IT, THOMAS, BARR.ETI, ROCK & 
FLELDS, CHARTERED 
900 Pier View Drive, Ste. 206 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
jas@moffatt.com. 
23 161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
O fi 2~ t __ 
C'i.;. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY 
OF PROTECTIVE ORDER 
WHEREAS, the Plaintif£'Counter-Defendant PHH Mortgage and Third-Party 
Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage, a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage, Defendants Charles and Donna 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER· 1 Client: 2483309 .1 
0 




Nickerson and Third-Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank (together the "Parties" and each a 
"Party"), by and through their undersigned counsel of record, agree that certain information 
subject to discovery in this action may contain trade secrets or other confidential, proprietary 
and/or commercially-sensitive information and in the interest of protecting that information and 
permitting discovery to proceed without delay occasioned by disputes regarding such 
information, the Parties agree to the protective provisions set forth below pursuant to Federal 
Rule of Civil Procedure 26( c ). 
The Parties hereby stipulate and agree as follows: 
STIPULATION 
1. "Confidential Documents". This Order shall govern all documents 
produced or exchanged ("documents") and all written answers and responses to discovery 
("answers") made by Third-Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank (hereinafter "JPMorgan"), 
its attorneys, consultants, agents and representatives. "Confidential Documents" include 
documents relating in any manner to JPMorgan's customers and/or the services JPMorgan 
provides to its customers, documents relating in any manner to JPMorgan's current and/or 
former employees and their work-related duties/responsibilities, documents relating in any 
manner to the business operations of JPMorgan, any and all financial records relating to the 
Parties, proprietary documents, any other documents that JPMorgan would be prohibited from 
disclosing pursuant to the Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act, 15 U.S.C. §§ 6801, et seq., Right to 
Financial Privacy Act, 12 U.S.C. § 3401, et seq., and the regulations enacted in accordance with 
those acts, as well as any other state or federal law, regulation or policy effecting the 
maintenance and disclosure of JPMorgan's documents, or documents the Parties agree or the 
Court shall determine are confidential. Moreover, "Confidential Documents" include 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER- 2 Client:2483309.1 
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non-public, confidential information and/or trade secrets from any of the Parties. Any and all 
documents obtained from public or non-confidential sources would be excluded unless so 
stipulated as confidential. 
2. "Confidential Information". "Confidential Information" is testimony 
involving Confidential Documents and information relating to JPMorgan's policies and 
procedures, information relating in any manner to JPMorgan's customers and/or the services 
JPMorgan provides to its customers, information relating in any manner to JPMorgan's current 
and/or former employees and their work-related duties/responsibilities, information relating in 
any manner to the business operations of JPMorgan, proprietary information and any other 
information JPMorgan would be prohibited from disclosing pursuant to the Gramm-Leach-Bliley 
Act, 15 U.S.C. §§ 6801, et seq., Right to Financial Privacy Act, 12 U.S.C. § 3401, et seq., and 
the regulations enacted in accordance with those acts, as well as any other state or federal law, 
regulation or policy effecting the maintenance and disclosure of JPMorgan's information, or 
information the Parties agree or the Court shall determine is confidential. Moreover, 
"Confidential Information" includes testimony regarding non-public, confidential information 
and/or trade secrets, from any of the Parties, that have been designated confidential. Any and all 
information obtained from public or non-confidential sources would be excluded unless so 
stipulated as confidential. 
3. Scope of "Confidential" Designation. The special treatment accorded to 
documents designated "confidential" under the Order shall reach: 
(a) All documents previously or hereafter designated "confidential"; 
(b) All copies, extracts and complete or partial summaries prepared 
from such documents; 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER - 3 Client:2483309.1 
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(c) Any deposition transcript or exhibit, or portions thereof, that 
discuss or refer to such documents, copies, extracts or summaries; and 
( d) Any portion of any discovery answer or response, affidavit, 
declaration, brief, or other paper filed with the Court, or exhibit thereto, that discusses or refers 
to such documents, copies, extracts or summaries. 
4. Restrictions on Disclosure of "Confidential" Documents. Except with 
prior written consent of all Parties and non-Parties asserting confidential treatment, and except as 
provided elsewhere in this Order, documents designated "confidential," and all information 
contained therein or derived therefrom, may not be disclosed to any person other than: 
(a) The Parties to this litigation, their officers, directors, members of 
LLCs, shareholders, trustees or trusts, or owners who are in a position requiring access to 
material designated as confidential; 
(b) Counsel for the Parties in this action; 
( c) Secretaries, paralegals and other employees or contractors of such 
counsel who are assisting in the prosecution and/or defense of this action; 
( d) Actual or potential deposition or trial witnesses in this action, to 
the extent reasonably necessary to prepare the witness to testify concerning this case or to the 
question the witness might have knowledge about which is pertinent to the case; and 
( e) Outside consultants and experts solely retained for the purpose of 
assisting counsel and the Parties in the prosecution and/or defense of this action. 
5. Review of Own "Confidential" Documents. The restrictions of this Order 
shall not apply to Parties or non-Parties, and their employees, attorneys, experts or other 
authorized agents, when reviewing their own "confidential" documents. 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER - 4 Client: 2483309. 1 
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6. Certification of Compliance. Except for persons identified in 
subparagraphs 4(a)-(c) above, no person authorized under the terms of this Order to receive 
access to "confidential" documents shall be granted access to them until counsel has made such 
person read the Order and agree in writing to be bound by it per the form attached as Exhibit A. 
Upon order of this Court, for good cause shown, these written agreements (Exhibit A) shall be 
available for inspection by counsel for other Parties or non-Parties. 
7. Notice of Breach. It shall be the obligation of counsel, upon hearing of 
any breach or threatened breach of this Order by any person, to promptly notify counsel for the 
opposing and producing Parties of such breach or threatened breach. 
8. Use of "Confidential" Documents at Depositions. Documents designated 
"confidential," and all information contained therein or derived therefrom, may be used or 
referred to at depositions, or marked as deposition exhibits, in accordance with the provisions of 
this Order. Any "confidential" documents marked as deposition exhibits shall be sealed 
separately from the remainder of the deposition transcript and exhibits. When a Party uses or 
refers to "confidential" documents or information at a deposition, the portion of the deposition 
transcript that relates to such documents or information shall be stamped "confidential" and 
sealed separately from the remainder of the transcript, and shall be treated as "confidential" 
under the provisions of this Order. 
9. Designating Portions of Deposition Transcripts Confidential. At the 
deposition, the Parties will attempt in good faith to preliminarily identify and designate 
"confidential" testimony and exhibits without prejudice to their right to so designate other 
testimony or exhibits or withdraw such designation after receipt of the transcript. Any Party or 
non-Party may, within 15 days after receiving a deposition transcript, designate portions of the 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER- 5 Client: 2483309 .1 
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transcript, or exhibits thereto, as being "confidential." Confidential deposition testimony or 
exhibits may be so designated by stamping the exhibits "confidential," or by underlining the 
portions of the pages that are confidential and stamping such pages "confidential." If no Party or 
non-Party timely designates testimony or exhibits from a deposition as being "confidential," 
those portions of the deposition testimony or exhibits will not be treated as confidential. If a 
timely "confidential" designation is made, the confidential portions and exhibits shall be sealed 
separately from the portions and exhibits not so marked, and shall be treated as "confidential" 
under the provisions of this Order. 
10. Use of "Confidential" Documents in Papers Filed With or Used in Court. 
Documents designated "confidential," and all information contained therein or derived 
therefrom, may be discussed or referred to in pleadings, motions, affidavits, briefs and other 
papers filed with the Court, or attached as exhibits thereto, provided that 10 days' notice is given 
to all Parties that a confidential document or information is to be filed with the Court, unless the 
Party offering the document or information is responding to a motion requiring an earlier 
response, or unless the need for the document or information was unforeseeable at the beginning 
of trial, in which case best practical notice will be given. The opposing counsel then may move 
the Court for an order placing the document under seal with the Clerk of the Court. 
11. Litigation Use Only. All "confidential" documents produced in this 
litigation, whether by a Party or non-Party, and whether pursuant to Rule 34 of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure, subpoena, agreement or otherwise, and all information contained therein or 
derived therefrom, shall be used solely for the preparation and trial of this action (including any 
appeals and retrials), and may not be used for any other purpose, including business, 
governmental or commercial, or any other administrative or judicial proceedings or actions. 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER- 6 Client:2483309.1 
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12. Non-termination and Return of Documents. The provisions of this Order 
shall continue to apply to all "confidential" documents and information after this action has been 
terminated. Upon termination of this action, including all appeals, the Parties shall return all 
"confidential" documents to the producing Party, as well as all copies, extracts and summaries 
thereof, except that counsel for each Party may maintain in its files one copy of each pleading or 
other papers filed with the Court; alternatively, the Parties and/or any producing Party may agree 
upon appropriate methods of destruction. Work product and attorney-client privileged material 
is exempt from this provision. 
13. No Admissions. Nothing contained in this Order, nor any action taken in 
compliance with it, shall: 
(a) Operate as an admission by any Party that any particular document 
or information is, or is not, confidential; 
(b) Operate as an admission by any Party that any particular document 
is, or is not, subject to discovery or admissible into evidence at trial of this action. 
14. Interim Protection. "Confidential" documents produced by any Party or 
non-Party through discovery in this action prior to the entry of this Order by the Court shall be 
subject to the provisions of this Order to the same extent as if the Order had been entered by the 
Court, unless the Court otherwise directs. 
15. Inadvertent failure to designate documents, testimony or things as 
Confidential does not waive the producing Party's right to secure the protections of this Order. 
The producing Party must notify the receiving Party in writing of the inadvertent failure to 
designate promptly upon its discovery and take whatever steps are necessary to replace the 
documents with appropriate legends or otherwise designate the materials as set forth above. The 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER - 7 Client:2483309.1 
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receiving Party shall not be held in violation of this Order for any otherwise permissible 
disclosures made before receipt of such notice. Upon receiving the written notice, the receiving 
Party must promptly make all reasonable efforts to assure that the material is treated in 
accordance with the corrected designation, including seeking the retrieval or destruction of any 
copies distributed to unauthorized individuals; and destroy copies of documents that have been 
replaced with the proper designation. 
16. Each Party or non-Party that designates material for protection under this 
Order must take care to limit such designations only to material that the Party believes in good 
faith meets the appropriate standards. 
1 7. At any time in these proceedings, following the production or designation 
of material, a receiving Party may challenge the propriety of such designation by providing the 
producing Party with written notice particularly identifying the documents or information that 
the receiving Party contends should be differently designated. The Parties shall meet and confer 
in an attempt to resolve promptly and informally any such disputes. If agreement cannot be 
reached, the receiving Party may request, in accordance with the Court's rules governing 
discovery disputes, that the Court cancel or modify the designation. 
18. Venue/Jurisdiction. The Parties consent to venue and jurisdiction in the 
District Court of the Second Judicial District in Clearwater County, Idaho, with regard to any 
proceedings to enforce the terms of the Order. 
19. Order. The Court may enter a Protective Order consistent with this 
stipulation and as hereby attached as Exhibit B. 
20. The Parties agree they will not initiate contact with customers of 
JPMorgan identified in Confidential Documents or Confidential Information for any purpose not 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER- 8 Client: 2483309 .1 
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·• JUL. 10. 2012 4:55PM .nRK & FEENEY ATTY NO. 7621 P. 10/16 
directly related to this litigation. This provision shall not apply to any formal discovery done 
pursuant to the Court Rules. 
.,,;,.. 
DATED this /Z day of July, 2012. 
~ 
DATED this~ day of July, 2012. 
ir<L DATED·this _l_i_ day of July, 2012. 
MOPPA Tr, THOMAS, 8ARRETI, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CJIARTBRBD 
B·~~==+----+-------Jon . Stenq - Of the Finn 
Attome r Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N .A. 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
arles Mitchell - Of the Firm 
eys for Defendants 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER· 9 cu,~t24 n~os. 1 
200
EXHIBIT A 
1. I, __________ , have read the Stipulated Motion for Entry of 
Protective Order entered in PHH Mortgage v. Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, et al.; 
and Coldwell Banker Mortgage, a dlb/a of PHH Mortgage, and JPMorgan Chase Bank, NA. 
(District Court, Second Judicial District, Clearwater County, Idaho, Case No. CV 2011-28), and 
do hereby agree to be bound by its terms with respect to any documents, material or information 
designated or marked "Confidential" that are furnished to me as set forth in the Order. 
2. I further agree: (i) not to disclose to anyone any documents, materials or 
information marked or designated "Confidential" other than as set forth in the Order; and (ii) not 
to make any copies of any documents, material or information furnished to me and marked 
"Confidential," except in accordance with the Order. 
3. I hereby consent to venue and jurisdiction in the District Court, Second 
Judicial District, Clearwater County, Idaho, with regard to any proceedings to enforce the terms 
of the Order. 
DATED this __ day of _____ , 2012. 
By ______________ _ 
Attorneys for: _________ _ 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE ORDER - 10 Client:2483309.1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /'2,6 day of July, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing STIPULATED MOTION FOR ENTRY OF PROTECTIVE 
ORDER to be served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rammell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND F EENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
R<) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
()4. U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
-






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
PROTECTIVE ORDER 
This Court having read the Stipulated Motion for Entry of Protective Order 
submitted by Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant PHH Mortgage and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage, a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage, by and through its counsel ofrecord, Just Law 
Office; Defendants Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, husband and wife, by and through 
their counsel of record, Clark and Feeney; and Third-Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, 
N.A., by and through its counsel ofrecord, Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd., and 
good cause appearing therefore: 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - 1 Client:2483309.1 
204
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Stipulated Motion for Entry of Protective 
Order is confirmed in all of its particulars. 
DATED this __ day of July, 2012. 
By ____________ _ 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
District Judge, Second Judicial District 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - 2 Client:2483309.1 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this __ day of July, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing PROTECTIVE ORDER to be served by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Jon A. Stenquist 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK 
& FIELDS, CHTD. 
P.O. Box 5105 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 522-5111 
Attorneys for JPMorgan Chase Bank, NA. 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - 3 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
tluu X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
PROTECTIVE ORDER 
This Court having read the Stipulated Motion for Entry of Protective Order 
submitted by Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant PHH Mortgage and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage, a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage, by and through i.ts counsel of record, Just Law 
Office; Defendants Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, husband and wife, by and through 
their counsel of record, Clark and Feeney; and Third-Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, 
N.A., by and through its counsel of record, Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd., and 
good cause appearing therefore: 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - l Cllent:2483309. 1 
207
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Stipulated Motion for Entry of Protective 
Order is confirmed in all of its particulars. 
DATED this / 7f-tctay of July, 2012. 
B y·_L_ _ __::::::=::::::_--r:::..._--!u....,,::::..._ _ 
Honorable Mich 
District Judge, Second Ju 1cial District 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - 2 Client: 2463309 1 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this I ~ day of July, 2012, I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing PROTECTIVE O~~ to be served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
38 1 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 20 l 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9 160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Jon A. Stenquist 
MOFFATI, THOMAS, BARRETf, ROCK 
& FIELDS, CHTD. 
P.O. Box 5105 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 522-5111 
Attorneys for JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
J 
PROTECTIVE ORDER - 3 
'fl> U.S. Mail 
() Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
1 Facsimile 
C'1J U.S. Mail 
[) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
' .. Facsimile 
MU.S.Mail 
'(\) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
o' • Facsimile 
Client:2483309. 1 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
JN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
of PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Notice of Taking Deposition jD. Nickerson I - Page 1 
7962-SI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
NOTICE OFT AKING 





PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiffs will take the deposition on oral 
examination of Donna Nickerson, pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, before a court 
reporter, at the law offices of Clark and Feeney, LLP, 1229 Main Street, Lewiston, Idaho, on 
Friday, August 24, 2012, at 9:00 a.m. 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to bring with you any and all written records, 
including but not limited to deeds, letters, memoranda, and notes kept by you, given to you, or 
otherwise in your possession, regarding your allegations as stated in the counterclaim and third 
party complaint filed in the above-entitled action on January 31, 2012. In addition, bring with 
you all cancelled checks and or bank statements showing payments made to PHH and/or JP 
Morgan Chase Bank according to the terms of the Promissory Note. 
YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that if you fail to appear at the place and time above 
specified, that you may be held in contempt of court and that the aggrieved party may recover 
from you the sum of $100.00 and all damages which they may sustain by your failure to attend. 
~ 
DATED this d"~ day of July 2012. 
...__ 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the J5'i day of /;f4.. 2012, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Notice of Taking Deposition ID, Nickerson) - Page 2 
7962-SI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
lXJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
t><] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)l.l U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
1XJ Facsimile (208)522-5111 




CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
) 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, 
Plain ti ff/Counter-Defendant, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES 1 thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
of PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Notice of Taking Deposition [C. Nickerson I - Pagel 
7962-SJ 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
NOTICE OFT AKING 
DEPOSITION DUCES TECUM -
Charles Nickerson 
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiffs will take the deposition on oral 
examination of Charles Nickerson, pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, before a 
court reporter, at the law offices of Clark and Feeney, LLP, 1229 Main Street, Lewiston, 
Idaho, on Thursday, August 23, 2012, at 9:00 a.m. 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to bring with you any and all written 
records, including but not limited to deeds, letters, memoranda, and notes kept by you, given to 
you, or otherwise in your possession, regarding your allegations as stated in the counterclaim and 
third party complaint filed in the above-entitled action on January 31, 2012. In addition, bring 
with you all cancelled checks and or bank statements showing payments made to PHH and/or JP 
Morgan Chase Bank according to the terms of the Promissory Note. 
YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that if you fail to appear at the place and time above 
specified, that you may be held in contempt of court and that the aggrieved party may recover 
from you the sum of$100.~and all damages which they may sustain by your failure to attend. 
DATED this?7? day of July 2012. 
R. Rammell 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ;;2:/J. day of~ , 2012, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Notice of Taking Deposition fC. Nickersonl - Page 2 
7962-SI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
fA U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
i;>(] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[')(] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[XJ Facsimile (208)522-5111 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
Leslie No11hrup 7 
Paralegal 
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08/22/2012 WED 1 1 :44 FAX 20 8 522 Slll Moffa ~~ Thomas ~002/003 
'I' s tJ 
Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETI, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
420 Memorial Drive 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
jas@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
throughX, 
Defendants. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK., N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 1 
Case No. CV-11-0028 
NOTICE OF SERVICE OF JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK'S ANSWERS AND 
RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS 
CHARLES AND DONNA 
NICKERSON'S FIRST SET OF 




08/22/2012 WED 11:45 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on the 21st day of August, 2012, the original 
of JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS 
CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION and a copy of the NOTICE OF SERVICE were served by 
the method indicated below and addressed to the following at the address shown below: 
J olm Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
and true copies of the JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO 
DEFENDANTS CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION and NOTICE OF 
SERVICE were served by the method indicated below and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm.ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
~ By ===.... JonA. ~theFirm 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
li:ll003/003 
NOTICE OF SERVICE - 2 Client2483036.3 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - 1SB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
C Y o2 O ll · 0 o1.t 
-9/~1 I i:t 
a1 f'··'/..i_l 1.. P 
r 
CAY"('\ t ~' rd.. 
DY- - - »~ / 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON &MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
of PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Amended Notice of Taking Deposition ID, Nickerson I - Page 1 
7962-SI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF TAKING 
DEPOSITION DUCES TECUM -
Donna Nickerson 
216
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiffs will take the deposition on oral 
examination of Donna Nickerson, pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, before a court 
reporter, at the law offices of Clark and Feeney, LLP, 1229 Main Street, Lewiston, Idaho, on 
Wednesday, October 3, 2012, at 11:00 a.m. or immediately following the deposition of Charles 
Nickerson. 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to bring with you any and all written records, 
including but not limited to deeds, letters, memoranda, and notes kept by you, given to you, or 
otherwise in your possession, regarding your allegations as stated in the counterclaim and third 
party complaint filed in the above-entitled action on January 31, 2012. In addition, bring with 
you all cancelled checks and or bank statements showing payments made to PHH and/or JP 
Morgan Chase Bank according to the terms of the Promissory Note. 
YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that if you fail to appear at the place and time above 
specified, that you may be held in contempt of court and that the aggrieved party may recover 
from you the sum of $100.00 and all damages which they may sustain by your failure to attend. 
DATED this ) '9' day of September 2012. 
I 
By: ~~ Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Jflfl day of ~t 2012, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
1)1 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
Leslie Northrup 
Paralegal 
Amended Notice of Taking Deposition [D. Nickerson) - Page 2 
7962-Sl 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
t. v ~D II- b~8 
r q/;:_1 I '~ 
r.1 J/: J/5 o'dv~'< 'P M 
eo...v Y' \ t. -::E>,., d. 
Uy CLPd-.- --Dl,/JF 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
of PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Amended Notice of Taking Deposition [C. NickersonJ - Page 1 
7962-Sl 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF TAKING 
DEPOSITION DUCES TECUM -
Charles Nickerson 
218
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiffs will take the deposition on oral 
examination of Charles Nickerson, pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, before a 
court reporter, at the law offices of Clark and Feeney, LLP, 1229 Main Street, Lewiston, 
Idaho, on Wednesday, October 3, 2012, at 9:00 a.m. 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to bring with you any and all written 
records, including but not limited to deeds, letters, memoranda, and notes kept by you, given to 
you, or otherwise in your possession, regarding your allegations as stated in the counterclaim and 
third party complaint filed in the above-entitled action on January 31, 2012. In addition, bring 
with you all cancelled checks and or bank statements showing payments made to PHH and/or 1P 
Morgan Chase Bank according to the terms of the Promissory Note. 
YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that if you fail to appear at the place and time above 
specified, that you may be held in contempt of court and that the aggrieved party may recover 
from you the sum of $100.00 and all damages which they may sustain by your failure to attend. 
DATED this / q day of September 2012. 
By: ~·~ Kipp L. Manwanng 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /f/j day of September 2012, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)(] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ J Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
t>t] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
Lesiie Northrup 
Paralegal. 
Amended Notice of Taking Deposition [C. Nickerson]- Page 2 
7962-Sl 
219
09/27/2012 THU 15:08 FAX 208 J22 5111 Moffatt Tbomae 
Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCI< & 
f lELDS, CHARTERED 
900 Pier View Drive Suite 206 
Post Office Box 51505 
Ida.ho falls, Idaho 83402 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5 111 
jas@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
Clerk Dist. Court 
Clearwator CnunJ..v. lrJa~ 
lN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ORDER 
MODIFYING SCHEDULING ORDER 
TOEXTENDSUMMARYJUDGMENT 
DEADLINE . 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ORDER MODIFYING SCHEDULING ORDER 
TO EXTEND SUMMARY JUDGMENT DEADLINE -1 ct1cn1:mero3.1 
220
09/27/2012 THU 15:08 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
SEP.26.2012 4:25PM CLARK & FEENEY ATTY NO. 7994 P. 3/5 
COME NOW the PlaintiffJCounter-Defendant PHH Mortgage d/b/a Coldwell 
:Sanker Mortgage, Defendants/Counter-Claimants/Third Party Plaintiffs Charles and Donna 
Nicker$on, and DefettdantlThird Party Defendant JFMorgan Chase :Sank, N.A., by and through 
their respective counsel of record and hereby stipulate and jointly move this Court to modify the 
Court's Scheduling Order to extend the deadline for the parties' to file any mo ti mis for summary 
judgment to October 16, 2012. This extension of time will accommodate the depositions Qfthe 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, whose depositions are 
currently scheduled for early October. 
// 71 ¢.-,, Ovf-, DATED this -l.c:.!.._ day of ~012. 
MOFFATI, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FlELDS,CHARTERED 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ORDER MODIFYING SCHE:OULlNG ORDER 
TO EXTEND SUMMARY JUDGl\tlENT D:EAl>LINE - 2 mnt2s2s?o3.1 
ldi003/008 
221
09/27/2012 THU 15:09 FAX 208 j22 5111 Moffatt Thomas id]004/008 
DATED thi~y of August, 2012. 
STIPULATED MOTION FOR ORDER MODIFYING SCHEDULING ORDER 
TO EXTEND SUMMARY JUDGMENT DEADLINE - 3 c11ent:2sw103., 
222
09/27/2012 THU 15:09 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 27th day of September, 2012, I caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing STIPULATED MOTION FOR ORDER MODIFYING 
SCHEDULING ORDER TO EXTEND SUMMARY JUDGMENT DEADLINE to be served 
by the method indicated below, and addressed to the followmg: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm.ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
() U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
J~ 
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ll]005/008 
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IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband aod wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
ORDER MODIFYING SCHEDULING 
ORDER TO EXTEND SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT DEADLINE 
THIS MATTER having come before the Court on the stipulated motion by the 
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant PHH Mortgage d/b/a Coldwell Banker Mortgage, 
Defendants/Counter-Claimants/Third Party Plaintiffs Charles and Donna Nickerson, and 
Defendant/Third Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., by and through their respective 
counsel of record and good cause appearing therefore: 
ORDER MODIFYING SCHEDULING ORDER TO 
EXTEND SUMMARY JUDGMENT DEADLINE - 1 Cllont:2529209. 1 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Court's 
Scheduling Order is hereby amended to extend the deadline for the parties' dispositive motions 
to be fi led on or before October 16, 2012. 
DATED this 'jr-- day of Q, ,i-ul " , 2012. 
Honorable Michael J. Grjffin 
District Judge, Second Judicial District 
ORDER MODIFYING SCHEDULING ORDER TO 
EXTEND SUMMARY JUDGMENT DEADLINE - 2 Cllent'.2529209.1 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of ~Cfl>ber , 2012, I caused a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing ORDER MODIFYING SCHEDULING ORDER TO 
EXTEND SUMMARY JUDGMENT DEADLINE to be served by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rammell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys/or PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND F EENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Jon A. Stenquist 
MOFFA TT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK 
& FIELDS 
P.O. Box 5105 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 522-5111 




( ~ Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(00 U.S. Mail 
[) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
«) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. -ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
r · . 'I 11 
( 
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OCT 16 2012 ] 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
VS. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion for SJ - Page l 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-201 1-28 
AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN 
SUPPORT OF PHH 
MORTGAGE COMPANY'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss 
County of Bonneville ) 
KIPP MANWARING, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am the attorney for the Plaintiffs and have personal knowledge of the facts and 
information contained in this affidavit. 
2. Attached as Exhibit A and incorporated here by reference are the following pages 
from the deposition of Donna Nickerson: 13, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 45, 49, 50, 
51,52,56,57,58, 59,60,61,62,63,64,65,66,67,68,69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 
80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 98, 99, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 
137,138,139,141,164,165,167,168,169,171,172,179,180,181,182,183,184. 
3. Attached as Exhibit B and incorporated here by reference are the following pages 
from the deposition of Charles Nickerson: 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 
23,24,31,33,40,41,42,43,44,45, 77, 78,88,89,90,91,92,93,94,95. 
4. Attached as Exhibit C and incorporated here by reference are true and correct 
copies of the Nickersons' responses to PHH's first set of discovery requests. 
5. Attached as Exhibit D and incorporated here by reference are true and correct 
copies of the Nickersons' responses to PHH' s second set of discovery requests. 
6. Attached as Exhibit E and incorporated here by reference are true and correct 
copies of the Nickersons' responses to Chases' first set of discovery requests. 
7. Attached as Exhibit F and incorporated here by reference is a true and correct 
copy of Coldwell Banker Mortgage's letter dated October 19, 2007 sent to the Nickersons and 
informing them of the transfer of servicing on their loan to Chase. 
DATED this )..2... day of October 2012. 
Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Motion for SJ - Page 2 
10650-NJ 
~~ Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Pl::; 
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SUBSCRIBE AND SWORN TO before me this )~ftl day of October 2012. 
;~~~ 
Notary Public forld~ 
Residing at: Moore, Idaho 
My commission expires: 09/29/2015 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ;:;z-YJ day of October 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
fX~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
IX'] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 
[ ] Other _ ______ _ 
Leslie N ort~up 7 
Paralegal 




A Page 10 
1 Q. A jury trial? 1 
2 A. Yes, it was. 2 
3 Q. Was that in Clearwater County? 3 
4 A. Yes, it was. 4 
5 Q. Okay. Was that jury trial dealing with the civil 5 
6 case or the criminal case? 6 
7 A. Civil case. 7 
8 Q. And was there a jury -- a separate jury trial on 8 
9 a criminal assault? 9 
10 A. Yes, there was. 10 
11 Q. And what was the outcome of that criminal trial? 11 
12 A. Judge Bradbury said not guilty. Does not mean it 12 
13 did not happen. But the way that our system is set up, 13 
14 sometimes they need additional proof than what can be 14 
15 put there, and the basis for that is difficult. So, 15 
16 therefore, we -- he went free. So... 16 
17 Q. So, I take it it was a not guilty determination? 17 
18 A. Judge Bradbury said not guilty. Doesn't mean it 18 
19 didn't happen. You've got some real trauma issues 19 
20 there, so I'm not going to -- I'm not going to answer 20 
21 that question. I won't say not guilty. I will not -- 21 
22 he was guilty. .22 
23 Q. Was that a jury trial or was it -- 23 
24 A. It was a jury trial. . 24 
25 Q. And the jury found him not guilty? 25 
Page 11 · 
Page 12 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 1 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Donna, I'm going to hand you what's been marked 
as Deposition Exhibit No. 1 and ask you to review that 
and see if you recognize it. 
A. It looks like our warranty deed, yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I'm not -- I mean, obviously, I -- I don't know. 
You know what I'm saying? I would say it looks like 
that to me, yes. 
Q. That's what it looks like to me as well. The 
person who granted or conveyed property to you is a 
Margaret Laird? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And do you know Margaret before this? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Okay. And this appears to have been done in 
September 2002; is that correct? 
A. Yes. According to this, yes, sir. 
Q. All right. Now, this shows a deed for Margaret 
Laird to Charles R. Nickerson and Donna L. Nickerson, 
husband and wife; is that correct? 
THE DEPONENT: Can I ask you a question? 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
Page 13 
1 A. Like I said, the -- what I was handed to read was 1 MR. MANWARING: Let's go back on the record. 
2 inconclusive, was not accurate of what I was told at the 
3 time. 
4 Q. Okay. 
5 A. Yeah. 
6 Q. I'm not asking you to say not guilty or guilty. 
7 I'm asking you to say, did the jury find him not guilty? 
8 A. I would say he was guilty. 
9 Q. And I understand that. 
10 A. Yeah. 
11 Q. But what I'm asking you is, did the jury find him 
12 not guilty? 
13 A. I won't answer the question. I don't know why we 
14 want to get off on this kind of foot right here up 
15 front, so ... 
16 MR. MITCHELL: The jury found him not 
17 guilty. 
18 THE DEPONENT: Okay. 







THE DEPONENT: That's fine. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: All right. 
MR. MANWARING: Very good. Thank you. 
Could I have that marked as No. 1? 
EXHIBITS: 
2 THE DEPONENT: My understanding was it was 
3 in October, but I'm not questioning that because you 
4 have the document. So, if this is the real thing, then 
5 it has to be September. But my memory was October on 
6 this, is when I bought the property. So ... 
7 BY MR. MANWARING: 
8 Q. From what I see on the warranty deed here, it 
9 says that Margaret Laird conveyed title to Charles R. 
10 Nickerson and Donna L. Nickerson, husband and wife; is 
11 that correct? 
12 A. Yes, sir. 
13 Q. Okay. Is Donna L. Nickerson you? 
14 A. Yes, it is. Yes, sir. 
15 Q. And Charles R. Nickerson was your husband? 




Q. And still is? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And then it describes some property in 
20 Clearwater County. And to your knowledge, does that 
21 accurately describe your property? 
22 A. Yes, sir. 
23 Q. All right. And can you tell me from your own 
24 personal knowledge how many acres you have on that 
25 property? 
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1 A. Yes. 
2 Q. Okay. 
3 A. The fencing is nice on the property. 
4 Q. Okay. What I want to ask is, all of the 
5 outbuildings that you've just described to me, were they 
6 on the property in 2002? 
7 A. No. 
8 Q. Did you put all of those buildings on yourselves? 
9 A. All of -- structurally, everything has been 
10 redone and everything remodeled since we purchased the 
11 property. So, there may have been a structure sitting 
12 there, but it has -- I mean, we redid the roof. We 
13 redid all the siding. We redid the wall structure 
14 inside. We -- you know, everything basically. It may 
15 sit in the exact same location, but pretty much minimal 
16 is similar. 
17 Q. Okay. So, what you're telling me --
18 A. And I don't think there's a piece of tin that was 
19 there in 2002, okay? Or I don't think there's any 
20 exterior stuff that was. 
21 Q. So, if I understand what you're telling me then, 
22 the structures may have been there in 2002, but you've 
23 improved them by putting new roof, new siding, perhaps 
24 new interior? 
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everything, yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. 
A. They've been completely restored. 
Q. The corrals that you say are on the property --
A. No, those were not there. 
Q. They were not there? 
A. No, sir. The barn was not there. 
Q. So, you --
A. None of the -- none of the round pens, none of 
the fencing, none of that was there. 
Q. So, is it fair to say that since 2002, you've put 
all the fencing that's on the property? 
A. I would say the majority of it. If it has not 
been replaced, then it was -- you know, posts were 
replaced, wire was, you know, retied up or whatever. 
So, it's been all maintenanced. So, even if it's not 
all new. And there's only a little bit down in the 
hayfield that's not new. 
Q. Okay. 
A. So ... 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 2 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Now, you've been handed what's been marked as 
Page 32 
1 Deposition Exhibit No. 2. If you'd look that over. 
2 A. Okay. (Witness complies.) Yes, sir. 
3 Q. Do you recognize what Deposition Exhibit 2 is? 
4 A. I'm seeing my signature on it. I'm assuming this 
5 is what we did at the title company. Is that -- you 
6 tell me what it is. 
7 Q. I don't know if you did it at the title company 
8 or not, because I'm not sure. 
9 A. Okay. 
10 Q. But the front page of that says it's a note. Do 
11 you see that? 
12 A. That's why I questioned if that's what it was. 
13 There's another -- there's a document that's missing 
14 here. We -- the deal is, we requested and required a 
15 mortgage deed on this thing, because we -- it was a 
16 50-acre parcel, and we wanted that. And there's an 
17 additional page that they had to fax over to someone at 
18 Coldwell and get them to sign that stated the deal about 
19 the 50 acres. I don't remember. I know there was a 
20 problem with -- there was an addendum to this. But yes, 
21 sir, I do recognize what you're handing me. 
22 Q. Okay. You say there was an addendum to this note 
23 that had to do with the property, itself, being more 
24 than 50 acres or around 50 acres? 
25 A. Yes, sir. 
Page 33 
1 Q. Okay. Do you remember signing some addendum? 
2 A. Yes, sir. We have a -- I believe it's been 
3 provided to you guys. I know we provided it to our 
4 attorney. 
5 Q. Okay. 
6 A. It was to make sure that we -- because we were 
7 supposed to be getting a mortgage deed. We went in 
8 there, and then the stuff said something different. And 
9 so, we made sure that we had that before we went 
10 forward. 
11 Q. Okay. All right. Now, on this note -- this is a 
12 promissory note. Is that how you understand it? 
13 A. Yes, sir. 
14 Q. And the balance or the principal amount of that 
15 note, according to the first paragraph there, is 
16 285,0007 
17 A. Yes, sir. 
18 Q. Okay. What was that amount used for? The 
19 285,000, what was that for? 
20 A. I don't understand the question. 
21 Q. You got $285,000; is that correct? 
22 A. Yes. 
23 Q. What was that money for? What did you use it to 
24 do? 
25 A. This is to buy the property, correct 























































Q. Okay. Donna, if you'd turn to Page 3 of 
Q. That's what I'm asking you. 2 
A. Okay. Yes, I guess. 3 
Q. Okay. All right. So, the 285,000 went to 4 
purchase this roughly 50 acres in Clearwater County? 5 
A. It's 50. Yes, sir, it's 50 acres. 6 
Q. Okay. But that's where that money went? 7 
Exhibit 2. 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 
Q. Does your signature appear on that page? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you agree that is your signature? 
A. Yes, sir. 
A. Yes, sir. 8 
Q. Okay. And do you note also -- no pun intended, 9 
Q. Okay. And if you'd turn to the fifth page of 
that exhibit. 
do you note on this first page of this Exhibit 2 where 10 A. (Witness complies.) 
it says interest, it says there's an interest rate of 11 Q. And that's a signature/name affidavit. Does your 
6.280 percent? 12 signature appear there? 
A. Okay. 13 A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you see that? 14 Q. And that is your signature? 
A. Yes, sir. A. Okay. Yes, sir. 15 
Q. You understand that that means you'd be paying 16 Q. Okay. And the -- according to this affidavit, 
you're known as Donna L. Nickerson and also Donna 
Nickerson? 
interest on the $285,000 at 6.28 percent per annum? 17 
A. That is what your note says, but I did question 18 
this there too, because the -- whatever the number they 19 A. Yes, sir. 
had given us that that was what our interest rate was 20 Q. Okay. And then, Donna, do you agree that you 
made this promissory note in order to repay the loan of 
285,000? 
going to be is different. But what they explained to us 21 
is it's because of how you all work it out or whatever, 22 
it comes out a little bit different. But yes, I did 23 A. Yes, sir. 
sign this and I did owe it. And all we could have done 24 EXHIBITS: 
is hand shaken on it, and I would have still paid the 25 (Deposition Exhibit No. 3 marked for 
Page 35 • 
money. 
So, no problem. I don't have problems, if that's 
what we're trying to do is get to the fact, do I owe you 
this money, or do I -- do I owe the money for the 
property, yes, I did. Do I think I do now? No, but 
that's a different story. 
Q. Maybe just --
A. I understand. Yes, sir. I just -- I have no 
problem, if that's what you're trying to do is get me to 
agree, yes, I borrowed some money to buy this property 
at an interest rate right around six percent to pay you 
back, no problem. 
Q. Okay. And you acknowledge that there was to be 
monthly payments; is that correct? 
A. Yes, I did. 
Q. Okay. 
A. PHH just quit taking them. 
Q. And on Page 3 --
MR. MITCHELL: Can we take a break for a 
second? 
MR. MANWARING: Sure. Yeah, let's do that. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess 
from 9:39 a.m. to 9:49 a.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: Back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Page 37 
1 identification.) 
2 BY MR. MANWARING: 
3 Q. Now, Donna, we'll hand you what's marked as 
4 Deposition Exhibit No. 3, which purports to be a deed of 
5 trust. If you'd just make sure you're familiar with 
6 that document. 
7 A. (Witness nods head.) 
8 Q. You're familiar with it? 
9 A. Basically, yes, sir. 
10 Q. I know that's a little --
11 A. Sorry, it's been a lot of years. 
12 Q. -- a little substantive to ask somebody because 
13 most people, when they sign things at closing, don't 
14 even read them. So, this deed of trust, on the first 
15 page, states that it's granted by Donna Nickerson, who's 
16 the borrower. Do you see that? 
17 A. Yes, sir. 
18 Q. And the lender is Coldwell Banker Mortgage; is 
19 that correct? 
20 A. Yes, sir. 
21 Q. And on the second page, this is to -- under 
22 Paragraph E, identifies a note that means the promissory 
23 note signed by borrower and dated October 4th, 2002. 
24 The note states that borrower owes lender $285,000.00. 
25 Did I read that correctly? 




















































Page 38 Page 40 
A. Yes, sir. 1 Q. Okay. And on the page after that, is there any 
Q. And you're looking at Exhibit 2 now, which 
happens to be the note. I think you're checking to make 
sure the amount's correct? 
2 notary that has notarized you and your husband's 
3 signatures? 
4 A. Yes, sir. 
A. Yes, sir, because you're going to ask me that 5 Q. And that is October of 2002; is that correct? 
question. 6 A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you're satisfied the amounts are correct? 
A. Yes, sir. It appears so, yes, sir. 
7 Q. And if you wanted to look back at Exhibit 1, it 
8 still says September. 
Q. Okay. And does your initial appear at the bottom 9 A. Yes, sir. 
of Page 2? 10 Q. Those things happen. 
A. Yes, sir, it does. 11 A. Okay. 
Q. And is that your husband's initial next to yours? 
A. Yes, sir. 
12 Q. All right. And on the last page of Exhibit 3, it 
13 gives a legal description. Do you see that? 
Q. And have you initialed every page? 
A. Yes, sir. It appears so. 
14 A. Yes, sir. 
15 Q. And if you look at Exhibit l, from what you can 
Q. Now, on Page 3 -- 16 tell, is that the same legal description? 
A. Okay. 17 A. It appears to be, yes, sir. 
Q. -- it gives -- are you on Page 3? 18 Q. Okay. From what we can gather, you obtained a 
A. Are you counting this as Page 1 (indicating)? 
Q. Yes. 
19 $285,000 loan to purchase the 50 acres of property 
20 outside of Orofino in Clearwater County, and you gave a 
A. Then I'm on Page 3, yes, sir. 21 promissory note to agree to repay that amount, and you 
Q. Okay. It has the parcel ID number there at the 
lower center of that pages and gives an address of 3165 
Neff Road? 
22 gave a deed of trust to secure that note. Is that your 
23 understanding? 
24 A. I understand I gave a mortgage deed of trust, if 
A. Yes, sir. 25 that matters. But, yes, sir, everything you said --
Page 39 1. 
Q. Is that the -- roughly, the common address of 1 
your property? 2 
A. Yes, sir. 3 
Q. Okay. Now, this isn't within the city of 4 
Orofino, is it? 5 
A. No, sir. 6 
Q. Okay. I wanted to make sure. If you'd turn -- 7 
A. I mean, it's not -- it's outside where they have 8 
the little signs that says you're entering. 9 
Q. Okay. 10 
A. So, if I'm wrong on that, it's because I don't 11 
know. · 12 
Q. Well, I don't either. 13 
A. I just know when I drive in, it has that, you're · 14 
entering the city -- you know, those little signs. 15 
Q. Okay. Now, if you look at what is listed as Page 16 
14 of 15 on Exhibit 3 -- and my count, it's about the 17 
third page from the back. 18 
A. Okay. 19 
Q. Do you see signatures on that page? 20 
A. Yes, sir. 21 
Q. Do you recognize those signatures? 22 
A. Yes, sir. 23 
Q. What signatures do you recognize? 24 
A. Mine and my husband's. 25 
Page 41 
Q. Okay. 
A. -- was correct, other than that. 
Q. When I say "deed of trust," you're saying that 
was, in your mind, a mortgage deed of trust or 
something --
A. It wasn't in my mind. It was what we talked --
there were two different ways that we could have gotten 
it, and we requested a mortgage deed. 
Q. Okay. 
A. So ... 
Q. And did you sign something besides this deed of 
trust we've looked at, Exhibit No. 3? 
A. Yes, sir. The paper that mentioned the 50 acres 
made a point of that. So ... 
Q. Okay. Do you know what paperthat was? Did it 
have a name? 
A. It was a fax. 
Q. It was a fax? 
A. Yeah. We questioned what we were signing to make 
sure that what we were getting was what we had been 
told. And this was a sheet with a very strange closing, 
and we -- so, we made sure that we understood it. So, 
they called -- the lady that was doing it called 
Coldwell, and they faxed over that paper. And then she 
told us that makes sure that you guys are okay. So ... 
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1 Q. Okay. You don't know what that paper was 
2 offhand? 
3 A. It's been given to you. 
4 Q. Okay. You don't know what it is offhand? 
5 A. It made -- we were -- it said that it was 
6 50 acres and that it was a mortgage deed --
7 Q. Okay. 
8 A. -- is what I understood. 
9 EXHIBITS: 
10 (Deposition Exhibit No. 4 marked for 
11 identification.) 
12 BY MR. MANWARING: 
13 Q. And I'm handing you, Donna, a document marked as 
14 Deposition Exhibit 4. Do you recognize that? 
15 A. Not yet. 
16 Q. Okay. 
17 A. Can you tell me what it is? 
18 Q. Have you had a chance to look through that? 
19 A. Yeah. 
20 Q. Does that -- do you recognize it at all? 
21 A. My signature is on it. I'm assuming this is --
22 it's a loan. It says it's another -- it says it's a 
23 deed -- a deed of trust, so ... 
24 Q. Okay. I was going to say, according to the front 
25 page, the first page, it says this is a short form deed 
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1 of trust; is that correct? 
2 A. Yes. 
3 Q. And the truster or granter that's shown on that 
4 first page is Charles R. Nickerson and Donna L. 
5 Nickerson, husband and wife? 
6 A. Yes, sir. That's us. 
7 Q. That's you and your husband? 
8 A. Yes, sir. 
9 Q. Okay. Same address on Neff Road? 
10 A. Yes, sir. 
11 Q. That's the address of your property? 
12 A. Yes, sir. 
13 Q. And this was done in February of 2007? 
14 A. Okay. Yes, sir. 
15 Q. All right. And this was with Wells Fargo Bank? 
16 A. Yes, sir. 
17 Q. Did you obtain another loan on your property? 
18 A. Yes, sir. It's a second, yes, sir. 
19 Q. And this second loan in Paragraph No. 3 says the 
20 total amount is not to exceed 396,000? 
21 A. Yes, sir. 
22 Q. And did you receive 396,000? 
23 A. I don't know the answer to that. I have a second 
24 on this. 
25 Q. When you say "I have a second on this," what do 
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1 you m_ean by that? 
2 A. Well, I mean, I -- yes, I -- I -- they give us a 
3 loan, yes, sir. 
4 Q. Okay. And how much was the loan? 
5 A. This says 396,000. 
6 Q. Is that how much the loan was? 
7 A. I do not know. 
8 Q. You don't know how much you got? 
9 A. No. 
10 Q. What did you use that loan for? 
11 A. I do not know. 
12 Q. Have you paid that loan off? 
13 A. No. 
14 Q. Okay. So, that loan is -- are you still making 
15 payments on it? 
16 A. Yes, sir. 
17 Q. Okay. How much are your payments? 
18 A. I do not know. I'm going to guess -- no, I'm not 
19 going to guess. We just make payments every month. 
20 So ... 
21 Q. You don't know what your monthly payments are? 
22 A. Not off the top of my head, no. 
23 Q. Okay. Who makes the monthly payments? 
24 A. One of -- on this, I usually do, but I don't 



























Q. Okay. Who makes --
A. The only reason I'm dealing with this is because 
it's on this property (indicating). That's the only 
reason I deal with it. So, yeah. 
Q. Okay. Who -- who usually, between you and your 
husband, makes the monthly payments on expenses? 
A. Well, before you all destroyed our world, he did 
all of it, and I didn't know anything about the money. 
So, I'm dealing with all this stuff. It varies. 
Q. So, how long have you been making the monthly 
payments? 
A. It varies. I don't do it every month. It 
depends on who's got the few minutes to take care of it. 
Q. So, it used to be your husband would make all the 
payments? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And would you make payments by check, money 
order? 
A. Yes, sometimes. It depends. We have different 
ways that we pay. 
Q. Okay. 
A. So ... 
Q. Have you used a personal check before? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. 
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1 A. Yeah. 1 
2 Q. Do you still use personal checks? 2 
3 A. Yes. 3 
4 Q. Okay. Have you used money orders before? 4 
5 A. Yes. 5 
6 (DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 6 
7 BY MR. MANWARING: 7 
8 Q. So, on Page 2 of Exhibit 4, is that your 8 
9 signature? 9 
10 A. Yes, it appears to be. 10 
11 Q. And is that your husband's signature? 11 
12 A. It appears to be, yes, sir. 12 
13 Q. And on the last page, is that the notary that 13 
14 says that Charles R. Nickerson and Donna Nickerson 14 
15 appeared and signed that document? 15 
16 A. There is a notary seal, yes, sir. 16 
17 Q. And does it say that you appeared and signed that 17 
18 document? 18 
19 A. No, sir. Appeared, yes, sir, it does. I'm 19 
20 sorry. Yes, sir. 20 
21 Q. Okay. And that apparently happened in Cascade, 21 
22 Montana? 22 
23 A. No, sir. I don't know where -- 23 
24 Q. Where it says, the county of Cascade, Montana? 24 
25 A. I don't know where Cascade, Montana is. 25 
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1 Q. I'm just looking at the acknowledgment that's on 1 
2 that last page. 2 
3 A. I don't think I've ever been to Cascade. I don't 3 
4 know where -- I don't know that. 4 
5 Q. Okay. It says -- 5 
6 A. I don't know where that is. 6 
7 Q. I'm just going to read it. I'll see if I read it 7 
8 correctly. It says, state of something crossed out, 8 
9 looks like Idaho. And then below it says Montana, 9 
10 county of Cascade. Did I read that correctly? 10 
11 A. County of Cascade, I don't know where -- I mean, 11 
12 if I signed it, that's where I was. She -- yes, I'll 12 
13 say that, but I don't know where Cascade County is. 13 
14 Q. Okay. But the question I just asked is, did I 14 
15 read that correctly where it says -- 15 
16 A. Yes, sir. 16 
17 Q. -- state of Montana -- 17 
18 A. Yes, sir. 18 
19 Q. -- county of Cascade? 19 
20 A. Yes, sir. 20 
21 Q. Okay. 21 
22 A. Oh, wait a minute. Is it in Great Falls? She's 22 
23 saying Great Falls. It's Great Falls. That's fine. 23 
24 Yes, that's fine. 24 
25 Q. Okay. 25 
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A. I've never been to Cascade, I'm sorry. I'm not 
going to say yes. But now I have because it's in Great 
Falls. Okay. 
Q. And do your initials appear by the inserted 
Montana? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And has this loan to Wells Fargo been paid 
off? 
A. It has not. 
Q. And the loan to Coldwell Banker hasn't been paid 
off either? 
A. No, sir. 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 5 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. Donna, I've handed you what's been marked 
for identification as Deposition Exhibit No. 5. You've 
seen that before? Do you recognize what that is? 
A. I picked this up at the courthouse. Yes, I do 
recognize it. 
Q. Okay. All right. 
A. I do not owe the money. It was filed without us 
being served notice or anything else. So, yeah. 
Q. This appears to be a judgment; is that correct? 
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A. It was a judgment that was gotten without proper 
procedure being filed. My understanding is it's been 
dropped, but maybe that's not the case yet, but we'll 
see. 
Q. Okay. Yeah, I'm not here to --
A. That's fine. 
Q. -- discuss whether or not there's merit to it. 
I'm just asking if there's a -- that's a judgment; is 
that correct? 
A. This -- this attorney was no longer working for 
us when he incurred these costs, so ... 
Q. All right. This is a judgment by a law firm 
known as Knowlton and Miles? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Had they represented you at some point in time? 
A. They did. 
Q. And for what? 
A. The lawsuit dealing -- dealing with this 
property. 
Q. Okay. So, the prior lawsuit that you explained 
to me --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- earlier today? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And they were your attorneys at that time? 





























Q. Okay. And is this judgment supposedly for fees 
you owed them? 
A. Don't know what it's supposedly for. We were 
never given anything, other than finding out that this 
was on there. And this is when it all came about, so 
(indicating)... My understanding was this had been 
dropped. But if not, I guess we can pursue the issues 
we need to to get it dropped. 
Q. Yeah, that -- I couldn't tell you that one way or 
another. 
A. Yes, sir. Okay. 
Q. All I know is it shows up as a judgment. 
A. That's fine. 
Q. And just to help you understand, when a bank, 
such as my client, is foreclosing on property --
A. Right. 
Q. -- anyone who has an interest of record, which 
includes a judgment creditor --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- has to be identified in the foreclosure 
process to make sure that any interest is wiped out. 
A. Okay. 
Q. And so, when a judgment appears of record, then 
we want to find out what happened. 
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1 A. Right. Okay. 
2 Q. All right. 
3 A. That's fine. 
4 Q. It's your understanding that this judgment is 
5 dropped or something taken care of? 
6 A. Yes. That's what I understood from -- that it 
7 was going to be. 
8 Q. Okay. 
9 A. I don't know the status. 
10 Q. All right. Do you know if there's ever been a 
11 satisfaction of the judgment filed? 
12 A. What does that mean? 
13 MR. MITCHELL: Whether it's been satisfied, 
14 paid. 
15 THE DEPONENT: I didn't give him any money 
16 at this point. I paid this guy -- we won a $200,000 
17 lawsuit that, you know, we won unanimously and got 
18 nothing back. So, no, I didn't give him any more money. 
19 Not going to. 
20 BY MR. MANWARING: 
21 Q. Okay. So, I guess, what --
22 A. And he went on after he was fired and -- yes, 
23 sir, no. 
24 Q. Yeah. The question --




















































that's what that means. 
Q. All right. So, the question is, do you know 
whether a satisfaction of judgment has been filed? 
A. Have no idea. 
Q. Okay. And apparently, they're asking for a total 
amount on that second page of 14,534.237 
A. That is what he got the judgment. I've never 
seen an invoice, never seen what services were performed 
or anything else. So, yeah. 
Q. Apparently, that's the amount of judgment they're 
asking for and what they received? 
A. That's what it says, yes. 
Q. And to your knowledge, it hasn't been paid? 
A. I've not given him any money. 
Q. Okay. That's what we're trying to find out. 
A. Okay. 
Q. So, if that judgment still appears of record as 
affecting the title of the property that you own in your 
names, that -- apparently, it hasn't been resolved. 
Would that be your understanding? 
A. If that's what you're all telling me, then yes. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Okay. 




Q. Nothing wrong with that. If I wasn't the lawyer, 
I probably wouldn't know those things, nor care about 
them, frankly. 
A. Unless you -- sorry. 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 6 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Donna, I've handed you a document that's marked 
for identification as Deposition Exhibit No. 6. And 
I'll -- just to help you, it's my understanding this is 
a printout from a title company to give a rough 
depiction, an illustration, of where your property is 
located. If you look at the center part of that on the 
left center, do you see a square that has the name 
Nickerson in the center? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And then do you see a smaller little square to 
the lower left-hand side of that one? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. From your understanding, does that equate to your 
property? 
A. That looks right, yes, sir. 





















































Q. Okay. Now, on your Exhibit No. 6, could you, 
with your pen, just make a circle as to where the 
primary house is located on that property? 
A. Can I ask my husband, or no? 
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1 EXHIBITS: 
2 (Deposition Exhibit No. 7 marked for 
3 identification.) 
4 BY MR. MANWARING: 
5 Q. Now, first off, I recognize that we're dealing Q. Doesn't -- just do the best you can. 
A. Okay. 6 with legal documents, and you likely relied upon your 
Q. If he wants to come over later and correct it, he 7 attorney to help you --
can, because he'll get the same chance. 8 A. Yes. 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 
Q. He didn't seem to object. 
A. Okay. Yeah. 
9 Q. -- in preparing some of these. But you would 
10 have had to provide information to your attorney in 
11 order to get him able to put into words what is 
Q. Just to make sure I'm clear, you put a solid 
black dot --
12 contained in some of these legal documents. 
13 A. Yes, sir. 
A. Yes, sir. 14 Q. So, I need to ask you some questions about this 
Q. -- at the -- what I would describe the right-hand 
end of a line that goes back and forth between the 
littler smaller square to the left and the larger square 
on the right; is that correct? 
15 particular one, okay? 
16 A. Okay. 
17 Q. All right. Now, this is your -- you and your 
18 husband's, I should say, Amended Answer, Counterclaim, 
A. Yes, sir. 19 Third-Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial; is that 
Q. And that black dot represents the location of the 20 correct? 
primary residence? 21 A. Yes, sir. 
A. I think so. 
Q. Roughly? 
A. Yes, sir. 
22 Q. Now, on Page 2 --
23 A. Okay. 
24 Q. -- the first paragraph is labeled No. 1 on the 
Q. Nobody is going to hold you to a -- 25 top. It simply says you are denying certain paragraphs 
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· A. Thank you. 1 
Q. -- survey description here, so... 2 
A. Okay. 3 
Q. Now, where would the guesthouse be in relation to 4 
that black dot? 5 
A. Right beside it. 6 
Q. Okay. And the outbuildings? 7 
A. Primarily, all of them are there. And then there 8 
would be a barn over in here somewhere (indicating). 9 
Q. And you pointed to a barn that would be located 10 
somewhere in the smaller square on the left-hand side? 11 
A. Yes, sir. 12 
Q. Okay. Is the entire property fenced? 13 
A. Yes, sir, and cross-fenced. 14 
Q. (Indicating)? 15 
A. And cross-fenced. 16 
Q. Tell me what you mean by that. 17 
A. I think we've got six or seven pastures. 18 
Q. Okay. 19 
A. Six or seven pastures. 20 
Q. You have partitions inside your property for -- 21 
A. Yes, sir, animals. 22 
Q. -- pastures? 23 
A. Yes, sir. 24 
Q. Okay. 25 
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that were in a Complaint that our office filed. I'm not 
going to ask you about those. That's just a general 
denial. I get that. 
Underneath it says, Second Affirmative Defense. 
It says, plaintiff's causes of action are precluded by 
the doctrines of waiver, estoppel and laches. Do you 
know anything about that? 
A. Tell me what those words mean. 
Q. That's what I wanted to find out. 
A. Okay. The -- are you asking me what those words 
mean? 
Q. Yes. 
A. I'm assuming -- just whatever I think it would 
mean? I mean, is there a reason why -- I'm not an 
attorney. That's why I pay him, right? 
Q. Well, that's one of the reasons, I would think. 
A. Okay. The reason -- any questions I didn't 
answer is either, "A," I thought it was none of your 
business. "B," I thought it didn't relate to the case. 
The issue is whether or not you guys let me make 
payments and whether -- or whether you -- I was in good 
standing and whether you tried to foreclose on our 
property. And that's what the issue here was. 
Q. Okay. 
A. So, to me, my answers to John, which he may have 




























used a special word, was, I don't think it's any -- I 
don't see how it's -- it has any bearings on it. The 
issue really is, did you or did you not let us make 
payments; and are you or are you not trying to foreclose 
on my property? And so, I'm assuming those would be the 
reason -- what those words mean legally. 
Q. Okay. So, it -- we're trying to foreclose on 
property, and what you're saying is one of the defenses 
you have to the foreclosure is waiver? 
A. Okay. 
Q. Do you understand what that would be, why there 
would be waiver that would be applied to us for 
foreclosing on your property? 
A. My understanding is, if we shake hands -- I mean, 
I'm a cowgirl. If we shake hands and I'm going to sell 
you a horse and I said -- or you're going to sell me a 
horse and I say I'll give you this money, and then I go 
to give you the money and you refuse to take the money, 
you know, we've got a problem here. You can't then try 
to sue me if I'm trying to make my payments. So, I 
don't know that that applies or not, but that's my 
understanding of the note, is how that works. 
Q. Okay. All right. 
THE DEPONENT: Do you want to explain --
MR. MITCHELL: Well, I mean, I guess -- I'm 
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1 trying to -- you know, I mean, it's -- it's, you know, 
2 an affirmative defense that was pied. The -- you know, 
3 their legal defenses. You know, they're -- the legal 
4 defenses are generated on -- you know, from the facts 
5 that occurred. You know, I would be a little remiss if 
6 I didn't plead what I thought would be the appropriate 
7 legal defenses for -- you know, for the Nickersons, 
8 so ... 
9 MR. MANWARING: Right. And that's why, 
10 seeing them, I just wanted to find out that they are 
11 aware of some facts that would support those legal 
12 defenses, because if -- if there aren't facts that 
13 support them --
14 THE DEPONENT: Well, for one thing, I can 
15 use you all's words. It annoys, harasses, embarrasses. 
16 I don't know what all words you all use on every single 
17 question that you all answer. And it's very simple. I 
18 asked every conversation be taped. Now, we say --
19 before I ever talked to Chase, you know, or anybody else 
20 about it, I say, can you tape this conversation? The 
21 recorder says you can. Please do. 
22 I then proceeded to say, I want to keep the 
23 property. I have the money to make the property (sic). 
24 We've been lost in your system. We simply need somebody 




















































in your answers, that you can't answer that, you object 
to this question because it annoys, harasses and 
whatever you. And so, I would say that that also could 
be part of the definition, is it annoys, harasses me. 
Some of your questions, I just don't see how 
they're -- if we did not answer, I didn't feel like it 
applied. So ... 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. 
A. And --
Q. What I need to ask you about and what I am asking 
you is -- again, we understand your attorney, as he has 
explained, makes legal defenses to --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- allegations or complaints that are alleged. 
But those defenses have to have a factual basis for 
them. If they don't have a factual basis --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- then we're entitled to have the judge strike 
those defenses. So, what I'm --
A. Factual -- okay. 
Q. What I'm asking you is, the defense of the 
doctrine of waiver, do you know facts that suggest 
something was waived by PHH Mortgage's legal position? 
MR. MITCHELL: And I'm going to object to 
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that because the way you frame question, you're asking 
her to make a legal conclusion. 
MR. MANWARING: Well, let me ask her this 
way. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Is there anything in the facts as you understand 
it that suggests PHH waived a position that it had? 
A. Yes, sir. When you -- from the moment you took 
the note, you would not receive a payment from me. 
Q. Anything beyond that? 
A. Would not communicate with us. We -- you 
proceeded with a non-judicial foreclosure when I was 
talking to Just Law, very clearly visited with them, 
showed them what -- here's our situation, this is where 
we are. 
I was told it didn't matter; that you all were 
going to go ahead. The way that this thing works is 
they're going to go ahead and foreclose, and then that 
we can go back and have a -- some kind of a refine 
period or something; that we could go back later if we 
wanted to and file a lawsuit. I explained what kind of 
damages this was doing to our family. I explained all 
the hardships and proved to them, hey, this is -- and, 
in fact, we had 50 acres. We have, you know, what we do 
on it. And they proceeded. 
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1 be. So, I would say, from a lender's standpoint, you 
waived getting to have a whole lot of gripe rights with 
me at that point, if I'm trying to pay you and you won't 
let me pay you. 
2 THE DEPONENT: I'd like to get a breath for 
3 a moment. 
4 MR. MITCHELL: Yeah, let's take a break. 
Q. Okay. 5 MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
A. So, I think that's one standpoint. 6 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
Q. Any other facts that support waiver? 7 10:21 a.m. to 10:37 a.m.) 
A. I'd like to reserve a right to answer that 
question later. Let me think about it. I don't 
remember all of them. 
8 MR. MANWARING: Back on the record. 
9 BY MR. MANWARING: 
10 Q. I think we were at estoppel. 
Q. Well, that's why we're here at deposition, is to 
find out what you know. 
11 A. If my understanding, looking at the word is, it 
12 means stop something; that I would say things like, you 
A. Yes, sir. But I -- I may have -- I guess, how do 
you all word this thing? You'll get more discovery 
later. Give me a little time to think about it. Maybe 
I'll come up with more answers. 
13 know, continued to hit our credit, damage our credit. 
14 There was false credit reporting that we were telling 
15 you guys that never got changed. There were things like 
16 sending people up to the property, taking pictures of 
Q. Actually, discovery is over, but --
MR. MITCHELL: Well --
17 our property, even though you already had -- telling us 
18 to call you even though we already had an attorney 
THE DEPONENT: I'm not -- yeah. 19 representing us. We asked that that be stopped. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 20 Even this last month, in fact, just a few weeks 
Q. I just need to know also, Donna, what facts do 21 ago, the guy was up there threatening a friend of ours, 
you believe exist that support the notion of estoppel? 22 saying he can come on through; that there's a -- you 
A. Define estoppel for me. 23 know, just being very aggressive. 
Q. I'm just asking you if you know what estoppel is. 
A. I'm asking you if you'll define it for me first, 
24 So, I -- if that's what that means, again, those 
25 are things that should have been stopped. And then on 
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i 
and I'll tell you if I know what it is. 1 
Q. I cannot. 2 
A. Then I cannot answer it either. 3 
Q. Okay. So, you don't know what estoppel is? 4 
A. Didn't say that. I want to know what you -- your 5 
definition of estoppel is first, because that's -- even 6 
the -- even a concept of the word "exit," it could mean 7 
exit outside, or it could mean exit to another room. 8 
Q. Well, this -- 9 
A. So, I would need you to define to me, are you 10 
asking me is that the exit to go outside, or is that the 11 
exit to go into the other office? 12 
Q. Well, that's -- 13 
A. So, I need your definition of estoppel to tell 14 
you if I understand it. 15 
Q. Yeah. Let me -- let me explain how this works to 16 
you. 17 
A. Okay. 18 
Q. This is your pleading (indicating)? 19 
A. Yes, sir. 20 
Q. You said estoppel. 21 
A. Okay. 22 
Q. It's your definition, not mine. 23 
A. Okay. 24 
Q. So, you tell me what you understand estoppel to 25 
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the -- so, that's it, sir. 
Q. Okay. 
A. But I -- again, what I would like to defer on 
that is, we gave our attorney all the facts, and then 
he's the one that knows which words most best convey to 
you, as another attorney, what we're feeling or 
thinking. So ... 
Q. I understand. 
A. Okay. 
Q. I just want to find out from you --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- what you understand those facts to be. 
A. Okay. Yes, sir. 
Q. Any other facts that relate to that issue? 
A. I'll think about it and just give it to you next 
time we talk. 
Q. This will be the last time I'm sure we're going 
to be here doing depositions. 
A. Okay. 
Q. All right. 
A. I guess it will be in front of the jury. And I 
don't know, if I have to answer the question again, I'll 
try to have a better answer for you, a more complete 
answer. 
Q. But as you're sitting here today, that's what you 




2 A. At the moment that I can remember. 
3 Q. Okay. 
4 A. Not expecting the question and needing to think 
5 it through, yes. 
6 Q. The Fourth Affirmative Defense you've listed 
7 states that we have failed to act in compliance with the 
8 Federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act. 
9 A. Yes, sir. 
10 Q. Can you explain what the facts are that support 
11 that? 
12 A. Well, for -- one of the very basics is, if you 
13 have a note with somebody and they're trying to make 
14 payments, you have to accept those payments. 
15 Secondly, I would think -- and this is not in any 
16 way comprehensive, just off the top of my head, that in 
17 the event someone is -- my understanding of the whole 
18 fair -- that we all help pay for this whole housing 
19 thing that they did, was that if someone was trying to 
20 stay in their home, it is the mortgage company's 
21 responsibility to make an attempt to keep them -- to 
22 keep in their property, keep in their home. 
23 We made every attempt to do that with you guys, 
24 and you all did not in any way -- you, PHH specifically, 
25 did not respond, period, to that. And Just Law was 
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1 aware -- or you're Just Law, they're PHH (indicating). 
2 MR. MITCHELL: No, you have it backwards. 
3 THE DEPONENT: Whatever. Just Law, whoever 
4 represents --
5 MR. NICKERSON: Just Law and PHH are the 
6 same. 
7 THE DEPONENT: Thank you. Okay. Well, Just 
8 Law and PHH were well aware of our -- the fact that we 
9 were trying to make payments, thoroughly aware -- in the 
10 spring of 2010, with Bradon Howell, very clearly 
11 understood, and you guys all refused to do that. So, 
12 that breaks federal debt. 
13 And I don't know, there were, like, 16 or 17 
14 of them that we found when we did our research and we 
15 talked to other people that we felt you guys had broke. 
16 BY MR. MANWARING: 
17 Q. Okay. You'll have to explain those to me. Tell 
18 me. 
19 A. I can't do that off the top of my head. I'm 
20 sorry. 
21 Q. Well, I have to know what you know in order to 
22 make a --
23 A. Actually, you have an e-mail from Genworth, which 
24 is the PMI company, that details it all for you, because 
25 they're the ones that helped me find this -- and when 
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1 they sent you e-mail after e-mail saying, the 
2 Nickersons, there's no reason for there to be a 
3 foreclosure. They contacted your department. Their 
4 legal department contacted your department saying 
5 there's no reason for this to be going through. The 
6 Nickersons have, you know, talked with us. They've 
7 shown us what we can do. This thing should be over, and 
8 you're damaging, I mean, their whole life. You're 
9 destroying their credit here. They're -- you know, 
10 they're losing income. This was all going on, and Just 
11 Law was aware of all of that, was -- that's all going on 
12 in the spring of 2010. So ... 
13 Q. Okay. So --
14 A. So, you've got e-mails in the information already 
15 in your possession --
16 Q. Whatever --
17 A. -- that should detail that stuff for you. 
18 Q. Whatever Genworth said in its e-mail, that's one 
19 of your facts that's saying that that's a violation of 
20 the Fair Debt --
21 A. The biggest violation is cowgirl. You shake my 
22 hand, I tell you I'm going to pay you. You give me a 
23 product that's mine. I go in and prove it, and then you 
24 come back and say, I won't take your money; but now that 
25 you've made all these nice improvements, we're going to 
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1 flip a house here and see if it's upside down, one 
2 that's the other way, and we're going to make a bunch of 
3 money. I don't think anybody can call that a fair debt. 
4 On cowboy land, they kick somebody for that kind 
5 of behavior. So, that's -- that's my definition. I 
6 tried to pay you. You didn't want to take the money. 
7 Q. Okay. Any other specific violations you're aware 
8 of, of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act? 
9 A. You guys never made any offers, gave us any 
10 opportunity to -- to remedy this thing, which has -- my 
11 understanding is, has to be done. We were not serviced. 
12 We were not given notifications, the right ones. 
13 From what I understand, you guys continued to --
14 again, the credit, you didn't even have the note until 
· 15 June of 2010, but you showed on my credit report that 
16 you had -- it had been bad all this other time. 
17 Now, after reading your interrogatories, you all 
18 are coming back that they were just servicing it. But 
19 that's not what they're -- okay. I'll stop. Okay. 
20 MR. MITCHELL: Yeah. 
21 THE DEPONENT: The rest of my answer is 
22 just, I need to think about them, and I'll give you the 
23 rest later. I don't know. That's all I can remember 
24 right now. 
25 BY MR. MANWARING: 
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1 Q. So, what you're telling me is, what you can 
2 recall right now is what you've explained to me are the 
3 violations of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act? 
4 A. I also would think that all the phone calls we 
5 made to you guys trying to work it out and the -- and 
6 the abuse to -- as far as -- that's more on the Chase 
7 side, but as far as the abuse, how we were treated, how 
8 we were handled when we did talk to customer service 
9 representatives. I would think that would go to --
10 against fair debt. I would think that calling our cell 
11 phone when we repeated -- or the number that you have 
12 for us and having messages, or whatever you call those. 
13 They're recordings, not even human. And we asked, can 
14 you all please -- you know, don't do this. If you want 
15 to talk to us, let us -- you know, let us know, we'll 
16 give you a call. You know, have a real human call us. 
17 Don't just run up our minutes. It's costing us money, 
18 and we're out there working, trying to pay you -- you 
19 know, have money to pay bills. 
20 I would think all of those -- the harassment 
21 there. Sunday mornings, after hours, 6:00 a.m. calls, 
22 whatever. You know, all those things, I would -- they 
23 definitely cross those borders. 
24 Q. Now, do you have record of your cell phone that 



























A. We'll have to --
Q. -- at improper hours? 
A. We'll have to see. I can probably get -- I'll 
see what I can do. I don't know if I have it or not 
right now. So ... 
Q. If you have them, would you provide them to your 
counsel, who can get them to us? 
A. Yes, I can do that. 
Q. We need to see that. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Do you have copies of your credit history 
reports? 
A. You do. I know that you all do. 
Q. You've provided all those to us? 
A. You had them, because your people were pulling 
them up and talking to us. 
Q. Has your attorney provided them to us? 
A. I don't know the answer to that. 
Q. Did you provide some to your attorney? 
A. I don't remember. I don't know for sure. 
Q. What I'm asking you --
A. This has been four years of crap. Sorry. Bottom 
line. So, I don't have a remembrance of what's been 
done. So ... 



























history reports from four years ago? 
A. What are you looking for on the credit report, 
and I can answer? 
Q. I'm just asking if you have copies. 
A. I don't know. I don't know if I can put my hands 
on that or not. But I do know that I can -- I know I 
can prove it was perfect prior to this. 
Q. I'm just asking, do you have copies of that? 
A. I know people who probably do if I don't. 
Q. But you don't have copies of it? 
A. What part of the answer "I don't know" is not 
acceptable? I'm sorry. 
MR. MITCHELL: You don't have a copy of --
you don't -- you don't think you have a copy of it? 
THE DEPONENT: I don't --
MR. MITCHELL: She's not sure if she has a 
copy it of it. 
THE DEPONENT: I'm not sure if I have a 
copy. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. Can you obtain copies of your credit 
history report for the last four years? 
A. I don't know without making phone calls. 
Q. Who would have copies of these if you don't have 
them? 
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1 A. I'm assuming the credit bureau. 
2 Q. Is that who you'd contact? 
3 A. That's one of the people. I mean, I would have 
4 to go see. 
5 Q. So, can you contact whatever credit bureaus 
6 you're familiar with and obtain copies of your credit 
7 history? 
8 A. I can -- I will say this. If you're asking can I 
9 get you something, I will provide proof that you guys 
10 have reported falsely. I will say that definitively. 
11 Q. Okay. What -- what proof can you provide to me 
12 that shows that? 
13 A. I should be able to get something from the credit 
14 report. It would be very simple. If you guys are 
15 claiming that I've not paid you for all this time and 
16 you did not own the note, that's false credit reporting. 
17 And I know I can prove that. 
18 Q. And what proof do you have for that? 
19 A. I would be able to contact the credit bureau. 
20 also -- whenever we deposed some of the Chase employees, 
21 we discussed that with them. 
22 MR. MITCHELL: Can we take another break? 
23 MR. MANWARING: Sure. 
24 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess 
25 from 10:47 a.m. to 11:30 a.m., and then from 11:30 a.m. 
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1 until 2: 15 p.m.) 1 do you have? 
2 BY MR. MANWARING: 2 A. Okay. A foreclosure on -- being reported does 
3 Q. You should have Exhibit 7 with you still. 3 hurt, damage, destroy credit. 
4 A. Okay. 4 Q. Okay. 
5 Q. And if you'd turn to Page 6 of Exhibit 7. 5 A. And then beyond that, I will have to look and see 
6 A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 6 what else we can show. 
7 Q. Paragraph 36 states, as a result of this matter, 7 Q. Anything else beyond the foreclosure report? 
8 Nickersons' credit rating has been destroyed. 8 Anything that's affected you? 
9 A. Uh-huh. 9 A. I'm sure lots of things did, but, again, I'll 
10 Q. Did I read that correctly? 10 have to look at that. 
11 A. You did. 11 Q. Okay. 
12 Q. What documentation do you have that demonstrates 12 A. So, I don't have anything at this time. 
13 your credit rating has been destroyed? 13 Q. All right. Would a judgment affect your credit 
14 A. Well, we'll have a lot more documentation once 14 rating? 
15 your answers are forthcoming that can show all of -- 15 A. Pardon me? 
16 MR. MITCHELL: Let's go outside. 16 Q. A judgment? 
17 THE DEPONENT: All right. 17 A. I don't know. I'm not an attorney. 
18 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess at 18 Q. I'm just asking if you know. 
19 2:17 p.m. to 2:18 p.m.) 19 A. If it were recorded and everything else, I don't 
20 MR. MANWARING: We're back. 20 know. Not like a foreclosure. 
21 BY MR. MANWARING: 21 Q. The judgment that you have there that's Exhibit 
22 Q. What documentation do you have that supports the 22 No. 5 --
23 factual allegation that your credit rating has been 23 A. Is to my -- go ahead. 
24 destroyed? 24 Q. That's been recorded, correct? 
25 A. At this point, I don't have the documentation. 25 A. I don't know. 
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1 Q. Okay. What documentation do you believe exists 1 Q. Does it show a recording stamp on there? 
2 that would support that? 2 A. I don't know if that's been reported to a credit 
3 A. I will have it prior to trial, I mean, as we 3 bureau. 
4 continue to look. 4 Q. All right. 
5 Q. I understand that. But what documentation do you 5 A. I know you have been reporting to -- what you've 
6 believe that will consist of? 6 done has been reported to a credit bureau, and it did 
7 A. Whatever I need to prove it. 7 damage me. So ... 
8 Q. What would that be? 8 Q. Okay. Would a judgment affect your credit? 
9 A. I'm not an attorney. I don't know. But I -- 9 A. I would like to defer to my attorney to ask that 
10 yeah. 10 question. 
11 Q. Well, what do you think -- 11 Q. Well --
12 A. I had a perfect credit report. 12 A. I don't know. I'm not an attorney. 
13 Q. Well -- 13 Q. I know. I'm asking you whether you know. 
14 A. It's no longer. So, I'll have to prove that you 14 A. I don't know. 
15 all caused that. 15 MR. MITCHELL: Well, I think actually she's 
16 Q. Okay. Donna, you have to wait for just a minute. 16 already answered that she doesn't know. 
17 A. Okay. 17 MR. MANWARING: She doesn't know. 
18 Q. Remember at the first of this, I explained that 18 MR. MITCHELL: So, I think that's been asked 
19 only one of us can talk at a time. 19 and answered --
20 A. Okay. 20 MR. MANWARING: All right. 
21 Q. And so, we'll have to have mutual courtesy not to 21 MR. MITCHELL: -- sufficiently. 
22 talk over the top of each other. What I'm asking you 22 BY MR. MANWARING: 
23 is, you're making the allegation that your credit rating 23 Q. What other -- what documentation do you have that 
24 has been destroyed. That has to be based on something 24 shows your credit rating has been destroyed besides a 
25 that is tangible, not just a thought you have. So, what 25 report of a foreclosure? 





















































A. I don't have any documentation. 
Q. Okay. Have you seen your credit rating? 
A. I've been told what it is. 
Q. Have you seen it yourself? 
A. I don't know for sure. This has been a four-year 
process, so I don't know. 
Q. Okay. Have you had a copy of your credit history 
given to you? 
A. I have -- actually, I've seen it on a computer 
screen, yes. 
Q. Where was that at? 
A. Talking to a banker. 
Q. Where was that at? 
A. At a Chase Bank. 
Q. Where at? 
A. Couldn't tell you right now. I've lived on the 
road. I'd have to go look at where my -- you know, to 
find out where I would have been at the time. 
Q. And it had your credit report on a screen? 
A. They had a credit score to show me what it was. 
Q. Okay. But I asked you if you've seen your credit 
history, a report of your credit history. 
A. I have seen it before, yes. 
Q. Okay. Do you have a copy of it? 
A. I don't know. I think I answered that question 
earlier too. 
Q. All right. 
A. So ... 
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Q. So, you don't have anything that shows you, that 
you've relied on to say, my credit rating has been 
destroyed? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What have you relied on? 
A. The fact that the bank calls me and wants to 
refinance something, and then when they pull it up and 
they tell me I can't because of where my credit is, 
that's pretty valid proof. And that's one thing. 
There's multiple things like that that we can use. But 
no, right now, I don't have any documentation, which is 
what your question was. 
Q. Okay. Well, let's keep referring --
A. So, I'll get some documentation prior to trial 
where there's a jury and a judge. 
MR. MITCHELL: Okay. We got to go outside. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. Sorry. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess at 
2:22 p.m. to 2:23 p.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. We're back on the 
record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
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1 Q. You mentioned that there was this incident at a 
2 Chase Bank some unknown time ago. And then you 
3 mentioned that there were multiple things like that that 
4 you'll have ready for trial. That's why we're here 
5 today, is to find out what you know prior to trial. And 
6 we're entitled to know all that. 
7 So, what are the multiple things that you're 
8 referencing, that you're relying upon, that shows your 
9 credit history has -- or credit rating has been 
10 destroyed? 
11 A. My current credit score. 
12 Q. Anything beyond your current credit score? 
13 A. And all the things that is associated with it 
14 that has brought that current credit score to where it 
15 is, which I will have to get documentation to bring. 
16 Q. And what are these other multiple things you were 
17 thinking of? 
18 A. How many times you hit my credit, repetitively, 
19 weekly at some times I was told; the -- the fact that, 
20 you know, you've got a perfect score, now you don't have 
21 a perfect score; the fact that -- because of what the 
22 damaging credit score has done to us and our abilities, 
23 you know, just as far as our life, the way we had it, 
24 how that affected us. Whatever it takes to show what 



























documentation. I don't know what that is at this time, 
and that's my final answer on that. 
Q. All right. So, right now, while you're sitting 
here, you don't know what that documentation is? You 
don't have possession of it, is what you're telling me? 
A. Discovery is still -- or I don't know. 
MR. MITCHELL: Just -- yes, just answer the 
question. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. I don't know. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Well, I'm not -- that's not what we're asking. 
You don't know if you have possession of that 
documentation? I think we better go back and ask the 
question again. 
MR. MITCHELL: No, I think she's already 
asked and -- you've already asked and answered. And, 
you know, her answer is that she does not have, you 
know, possession of that documentation. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. So, the answer is she 
doesn't have possession of that documentation? 
MR. MITCHELL: That's correct. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Also in Paragraph 36, it says in the second 
sentence, Nickersons have subsequently lost out on 
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1 several business opportunities as a direct result of the 1 don't know at this point. 
2 actions of Coldwell, Chase and PHH. Did I read that 2 MR. MITCHELL: Well, come on. 
3 correctly? 3 THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
4 A. You did. 4 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
5 Q. What are the several business opportunities 5 2:27 p.m. to 2:33 p.m.) 
6 you've lost out on as a result? 6 MR. MANWARING: We're back on. 
7 A. I don't have that documentation right now. 7 BY MR. MANWARING: 
8 Q. Do you possess that documentation? 8 Q. Okay. The question is the identity of the 
9 A. If it's not in my possession, we'll get it. 9 persons offering you the several business opportunities. 
10 Q. And what would that -- 10 A. A few of them that was discussed was AT&T had 
11 A. But I don't have -- I do not know where the 11 offered us -- Nick actually put in their 9-1-1 systems. 
12 documentation is at this moment. 12 He was there. He was a professional consultant. He was 
13 Q. What documentation would that be? Do you know 13 there doing the entire system whenever they went live 
14 what that would be? Apparently, you're thinking about 14 with that, the 9-1-1 transovers. And they started doing 
15 something that you could have documentation for. I want 15 next gen stuff. They offered us a role. The reason he 
16 to know what is it that you're looking for. 16 was not able to step into it is our credit rating. 
17 A. The documentation that will show that due to your 17 Another one is, T-Mobile has -- just this year 
18 actions, I do not have -- that we've lost out on income. 18 alone, probably 40 different management opportunities 
19 Q. Okay. Well, do you have documentation that shows 19 have come our way, where they've contacted -- head 
20 an employment contract that was provided that was 20 hunters have called in to put him in roles. Once we get 
21 withdrawn because of a poor credit rating? 21 to the credit check part, because they're not all -- I 
22 A. The poor credit rating has affected us on getting 22 guess everybody is not talking to each other. And once 
23 income, on getting work, yes. 23 we get to the credit check part, every time has been the 
24 Q. Okay. What -- what documentation do you have 24 same situation, can't put you into this level. 




























A. I'll provide that -- I don't have the 2 
documentation with me at this time. 3 
Q. Okay. But do you possess any documentation of 4 
that? s 
A. I will possess it, or I will attempt to possess 6 
it to secure that, yes. I'm still looking for it. 7 
Q. Okay. So, the answer is, no, you don't have any 8 
of that documentation in your possession? 9 
A. At this time. 10 
Q. Right. 11 
A. Okay. 12 
Q. And who would be these business opportunities? 13 
Who are you talking about? Is this an entity? Is this 14 
persons? .15 
A. Multiple situations. 16 
Q. Okay. Can you explain what those would be? 17 
A. Because of our credit rating, I'm not able to 18 
secure contracts that otherwise I would have secured. 19 
Q. With who? 20 
A. What do you mean, with who? With the different 21 
people that we work with. , 22 
Q. And who is that? 23 
A. Well, as soon as I know which ones -- what I'm 24 
providing you, we can see what I need to give you. I 25 
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of Virginia. Went through all the interview processes, 
went through everything else. He was -- he was 
shooed-in until we went to do the final employee stuff. 
They need a social in order to make that happen. They 
ran a credit check, came back and said no. 
So, those are three. And we can give more as I 
have opportunity to remember and get the documentation. 
So ... 
Q. As you're sitting here today, do you know more 
than those three? 
A. Not off the top of my head. I'd have to think 
about it for a while. 
Q. Any --
A. But yes, those are all -- you know, you're 
looking at quarter-of-a-million-dollar-a-year contracts. 
And those are -- probably we hit about a couple hundred 
head hunters a year that -- the last four years that 
have, you know, contacted us. I just don't have the 
name of every single one of them to say to you, hey, 
this person did, this person did. But, you know, that's 
it. 
Q. From any of those --
A. And that's just in that regard. Sorry. 
Q. You have to wait for me to --
A. Okay. 





















































Q. Any of the three that you've mentioned --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- do you have a letter from them saying, we 
cannot offer employment because of your credit rating? 
A. I don't at this moment, but I -- you know. 
Q. Did they send you a letter to that effect? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. Did they provide you with a copy of a 
contract that shows what the vaiue of that contract 
would be if the credit rating had been approved? 
A. Well, it's -- I don't know if you're a 
professional -- if you've ever done any professional 
consulting. That's all taken -- that's verbal 
contracts. You agree to all that to the very end. Once 
the final signoff happens, then you sign something. 
It's a process. 
So, since we didn't make it there because of the 
credit and have never been refused before that, then 
there was not a contract forthcoming. So, I do not have 
a contract to show you. 
Q. No contract from any of the three you've 
mentioned? 
A. I do not believe so. 
Q. Okay. So, all this was verbal discussions? 
A. Verbal contracts, yes. The same way we've done 
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it forever. You make a verbal agreement, and the next 
thing you know, you're onsite making money. So -- up 
until now. But that's the way the consulting world 
works. 
Typically, the first day -- in fact, a lot of 
times, when the thing gets signed is the first on -- at 
the office in there. You'll go in, they'll give you 
your employee badge or whatever you're doing, and then 
that's when you sign. So, that's very standard that you 
do not have a contract until that point. 
Q. If you look at --
A. At least in our experience. 
Q. If you look at Paragraph 37 --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- it says, as a result of this matter, 
Nickersons' reputation has been irreparably damaged. 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. Did I read that correctly? 
A. You did. 
Q. What of your reputation has been irreparably 
damaged? 
A. We've taught financial -- financial courses to 
different people. We're in ministry. We work with 
pastors, churches and whoever teaching and have for over 




















































bill late until all of this happened. 
PHH had Just Law post in a local newspaper in 
Orofino, Idaho, where our property is and that part of 
the ministry is centered, had them post in a newspaper 
that we were having the property foreclosed on, a 
non-judicial foreclosure, which they knew at that time, 
we had all talked about it, and it was not supposed to 
have gone through. They knew who my attorney was, how 
to get a hold of me. But instead, they posted it in the 
newspaper, and people called us to tell us they saw it 
in the newspaper, and what in the world was going on? 
So, that's how. 
Q. That's the damage to the reputation? 
A. Whenever you're in the ministry, your testimony 
is your reputation, and it is the basis of what you do. 
In addition to that, what Nick does is, he goes in --
for instance, AT&T had just made an involuntary 
contribution of over $2 million to the sec for 
noncompliance issues. They hired Nick to come in and 
fix the problem with their entire 9-1-1 program. 
When your credit is destroyed (indicating), then 
they're a little scared on something that's a 
30-plus-million-dollar project to bring someone in, 
whose credit is in the basement, to come in to try to 
fix their problem. If he can't take care of his own 
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money, he probably can't take care of theirs. 
So, our reputation professionally and with the 
ministry has -- has -- has been irreparably damaged 
there from a standpoint of just testimony. People don't 
understand. 
You may not -- I don't know what your religious 
affiliation is, but when a man -- in the Christian 
world, when I say I will do something, I'll do it. And 
most people that know Donna Nickerson or Nick Nickerson, 
a handshake is -- in fact, Wells Fargo Bank, that's the 
relationship we've had with them. They give us large 
sums of money just on little signature loans. We don't 
not pay our bills, unless someone doesn't, you know, 
take the money. But at any rate, now where our 
reputation is, I cannot finance a lawn mower if I needed 
one this afternoon. So, you know. 
Q. I know you're telling me your story. 
A. Yeah. 
Q. I understand that. 
A. That's fine. 
Q. But I'm not getting the information that I'm 
looking for here. And that is, what you're telling me 
is your reputation was irreparably damaged because a 
notice of publication showed up in a newspaper in 
Orofino, Idaho; is that right? 





















































A. And the fact -- all the foreclosure proceedings 
as a whole, yes, sir, because what our reputation is 
based on is our integrity. 
Q. And what of the foreclosure proceedings and of 
the publication was a damage to the reputation? What --
what happened to damage the reputation? 
A. I --
Q. I guess I'm not communicating --
A. No, I've already answered, or I feel like I've 
already answered the question. 
Q. Because you're in the ministry and somebody 
thinks you're being foreclosed, that's damaged your 
reputation? 
A. Yes, sir, it has. 
Q. Anything else that's caused damage to your 
reputation? 
A. I don't think there's anything else needed. A 
good name's rather to be chosen than riches, in our 
opinion. And we have been -- our reputation is based on 
who we are and what -- you know, what we do, what we 
say. 
And by you guys doing this (indicating), it makes 
it look like we're not paying our bills. I mean, right 
now, if I needed to go borrow some money from a neighbor 
to get some hay, there would be a question of, I wonder 
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if they'd pay. And that's something caused by you guys. 
Q. You haven't made a payment to PHH in over two 
years. 
A. You have refused to take a payment for over two 
years. I attempted to. 
Q. You haven't made the payments required under your 
note when it was serviced by Chase. 
A. That's an inaccurate statement. 
Q. That's what the payment history shows. 
A. That's an inaccurate statement. 
Q. Okay. So, you have some documentation that you 
can show us that shows you made every payment in 2008 
and 2009? 
A. Every payment that has ever been allowed to be 
made to Chase or to PHH has been made. In January of --
or -- yeah, January of 2010, I was current with Chase. 
You took the note in February, and you would not accept 
a payment from that point on. 
Q. Well, you weren't current. That's the problem. 
And don't --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- don't couch it in terms of every payment 
that's allowed. I want to know, do you have a copy or 
documentation that shows --
A. I do, uh-huh. 
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1 Q. -- a payment for every month for the amount 
2 that's due for all of 2008 and all of 2009 under the 
3 promissory note that you signed with Coldwell Banker? 
4 Do you have a copy of that? 
5 A. I plan to have a copy of that. I do not have all 
6 documentation in my possession at this point. 
7 Q. So, what you're telling me is you don't have 
8 possession of documents that show that? 
9 A. At this time. At this moment, that's correct. 
10 Q. Okay. And we talked earlier this morning about 
11 when payments were made, whether you made them by check 
12 or money order. And you mentioned it was mostly by 
13 check. 
14 A. Or cash. 
15 Q. Or cash? 
16 A. Yes, sir. 
17 Q. How many of the payments in 2008 were by cash? 
18 A. I do not remember at this time. 
19 Q. Did you receive a receipt at the time? 































Q. How about 2009 --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- how many were made by cash? 
A. More in 2009. 
Q. Did you receive a receipt? 
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A. There were -- yes, we did. 
Q. And do you have copies of those receipts? 
A. I do not have them with me at this moment, at 
this time, but I plan to try to produce those, yes. 
Q. Okay. And in the notice of the deposition that 
we sent you, we asked you to bring with you all written 
records, including but not limited to deeds, letters, 
memoranda and notes in your possession regarding the 
allegations that are set forth. Did you bring any of 
those documents with you? 
A. I have anything that I had available to bring 
with me at this time, at this moment, yes. I did not 
have anything with me right now. 
Q. So, you didn't bring anything --
A. Because I've given John a bunch of stuff already 
that's already been given to you. I also planned on 
having your -- the Answers to Interrogatories, which 
would have had some of that stuff. And I have not 
receive those. 
MR. MITCHELL: (Indicating). 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. Yes, sir. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
2:44 p.m. to 2:52 p.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: We're back on the record. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
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1 BY MR. MANWARING: 
2 Q. I think I was making sure that we were clear on 
3 this record that while you're sitting here today, you do 
4 not have possession of any copies of receipts or 
5 cancelled checks showing payments made in 2008 and 2009. 
6 A. That is correct. 
7 Q. Okay. Do you possess such records in your 
8 possessions? 
9 A. I should have them. 
10 Q. And where would they be? 
11 A. In a folder somewhere. I do not have them at 
12 this time. 
13 Q. Well, I understand you don't have them today. 
14 I'm saying, where would they be in your possession? Do 
15 you keep a box at home, in a file cabinet? Are they in 
16 Orofino? 
17 A. They -- we should -- I should have possession. 
18 do not know where they are at this time. I have no 
19 idea. 
20 Q. Okay. So, you just don't know where they might 
21 be? 
22 A. I do not know. 
23 Q. Okay. Now, if, in fact, your documentation does 
24 not show that you made all of the payments required 
25 under the note in 2008 and 2009, would you then agree 
Page 95 
1 that you had not made all those payments? 
2 A. I will not. 
3 Q. You still believe you made them? 
4 A. Yes. 
5 Q. Even though you don't have any documentation to 
6 show that? 
7 A. Normally, when I deal with creditors, they send 
8 me a statement, which would have prove -- I would have 
9 that now to prove it, but I did not get statements from 
10 March of 2009 on. So, I don't have that to rely on. 
11 So, now I'm just looking for a little receipt or a note 
12 for yes, we did on this date. 
13 So, yes, I -- it doesn't matter. I -- I know I 
14 made the payments. We know where we were, and we know 
15 your people said we were on -- on -- that it was good. 
16 So ... 
17 Q. Well, I know that's your position. 
18 A. Okay. 
19 Q. Not surprisingly, we disagree with it. That's --
20 A. Yeah, that's fine. 
21 Q. -- why there's litigation. 
22 A. Yes. 
23 Q. What I'm asking you is, if your records that you 
24 have do not show that you made all of the required 
25 payments in 2008 and 2009, would you then agree that 
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1 those payments were not made? 
2 A. I will not agree to that. 
3 Q. So, your position is, whether you have records or 
4 not, you made all of the payments? 
5 A. I made every payment that I knew to make, yes, 
6 sir. 
7 Q. Well, I don't know what you mean by "knew to 
8 make," but all of the payments that would be required by 
9 the note that you signed? 
10 A. Yes, sir. 
11 Q. And that would be --
12 A. My understanding is I'm current. 
13 Q. That would be a monthly payment? 
14 A. Yes, sir. 
15 Q. Okay. And our understanding is you're not. So, 
16 it's not a matter of understanding; it's a matter of 
17 record. 
18 A. Okay. 
19 Q. So, I'm trying to make sure I'm clear --
20 A. Certainly. 
21 Q. -- whether you have with you somewhere in the 
22 world of your lives, the record, the documents, the 
23 receipts, the cancelled checks that show payments for 
24 each month of 2008 and 2009. 
25 A. I am hoping to produce those. 
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1 Q. Okay. And if you cannot produce those records 
2 that show those payments, your position is that you 
3 still believe you made them? 
4 A. I don't --
5 MR. MITCHELL: That's been asked and 
6 answered. 
7 THE DEPONENT: Thank you. 
8 BY MR. MANWARING: 
9 Q. Go ahead and answer that. 
10 A. No. 
11 MR. MITCHELL: Well, I don't think she needs 
12 to. She's already answered that question. 
13 MR. MANWARING: I'd like her to answer that 
14 question on that position. 
15 Would you read the question again? 
16 (Whereupon, the court reporter read back the 
17 previous question.) 
18 THE DEPONENT: I don't believe. I know I 
19 made them, yes, sir. 
20 BY MR. MANWARING: 
21 Q. Okay. 
22 A. Thank you. 
23 Q. Now, on Paragraph 6 of Exhibit 7 -- Page 6, 
24 sorry. Paragraph, page, whatever. Page 6, 
25 Paragraph 39, you state, as set forth above, Nickersons 











have always been willing and able to pay the obligations 
under the note. Coldwell, Chase and PHH have failed to 
act in good faith in this matter and refused to 
cooperate with and work with the Nickersons in resolving 
a matter that was created by the accounting errors and 
notice errors by Coldwell, Chase and PHH. 
The first question is, did I read that correctly? 
A. Yes. 
9 Q. Can you tell me what the good faith breach was 
10 that PHH or Coldwell caused by your allegation that they 
11 refused to cooperate with and work with? 
12 A. Repeat your question. 
13 Q. Sure. What -- what facts are you relying upon in 
14 making the allegation that PHH and Coldwell refused to 
15 cooperate with or work with you? 
16 A. The note was in perfect standing until Chase took 
17 it. When Chase took it, we ran into one nightmare a~er 
18 another. We have paperwork issues from insurance to all 
19 kind of things. We have not been able to get our hands 
20 on statements, the whole thing. 
21 At that time, we thought everything was good with 
22 Chase. They transferred the note to you in February. 
23 At least that's what you told us. Initially, it was 
24 February the 4th or 5th, right in there. And then you 
25 refused to take -- you began proceedings on the 12th 
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1 and -- foreclosure proceedings, never worked with us. 
2 We said, we're in good standing as far as we 
3 know. You said, then you have to go to Chase and prove 
4 it. We went back to Chase. They said all notes have 
5 been transferred to PHH. And I would say that's acting 
6 in -- that's failing to act in good faith of trying to 
7 work anything out with us to keep our property. 
8 Q. Okay. Anything else factually that would be --
9 A. Not at this time. 
10 Q. Okay. All right. So, that's the breach of the 
11 covenant of good faith? 
12 A. That you refused to take payments, yes, sir. I 
13 would say that's kind of it in a nutshell. 
14 MR. MANWARING: I don't have any other 
15 questions of Donna at this time. 
16 EXAMINATION 
17 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
18 Q. Thank you, Mrs. Nickerson. My name is Jon 
19 Stenquist, and I am an attorney representing J.P. Morgan 
20 Chase Bank at this time, a party that you have sued for 
21 damages. 
22 I'd like to back up a little bit and ask you 
23 some -- some background questions. What is your 
24 education level? 










Q. And where was that? 
THE DEPONENT: John? 
MR. MITCHELL: Let's go outside for a 
second. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
2:59 p.m. to 3:08 p.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: Okay. We're back on the 
record. 
9 THE DEPONENT: Yes, sir. 
10 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
11 Q. Earlier, you testified that you have a doctorate. 
12 A. That's right. 
13 Q. Is that a Ph.D.? 
14 A. I'd -- what I'd like to go on the record as 
15 saying is that we do not -- we do ministry. We do it 
16 interdenominationally, and I would rather not deal -- or 
17 I don't want to put it on the record. We don't use it 
18 in any of our other stuff because it does affect us with 
19 our ministries because we do work across the board with 
20 multiple ministries. And what it does is, it pigeons us 
21 into a certain camp and -- you know, because I attended 
22 this college or I attended this college. 
23 And so, in all these years of marriage -- of 
24 ministry, we've never used our education. Instead, our 



























So, for those reasons, I would like to not get into that 
an awful lot. 
Q. Well, let's back up a little bit. Did you 
graduate from high school? 
A. I did. 
Q. And where did you go to high school? 
A. In Florida. 
Q. And what high school was it? 
A. Once again, I -- I don't see, you know, why I 
need to -- to get into all of that. The other thing 
that I do, I guess, that he mentioned, just to mention 
to you guys, we do -- I do a lot of critical incident 
counseling. I am internationally certified in that 
regard. And so, it's just a matter of -- as part of the 
ministering that we do a lot of different things. And 
that kind of education --
Q. Was the high school you went to, was it 
accredited? 
A. It is. 
Q. And then after high school, did you go to 
college? 
A. I did. 
Q. Which college did you go to? 
A. That's what we just discussed. I don't -- I 
don't want to answer the question for those reasons. 





















































accounting records match up with your accounting 
records, and we have not received any banking records 
from you; is that correct? 
A. That is correct. We have given you the ones that 
we had -- or had specific noted that came from that --
from the account. And we were counting on the fact that 
we kept asking for statements so that we could have then 
gone back to you and said, sorry, we gave you this the 
other day. Here's my receipt. It's in my possession 
right now because I just did it a week ago, but now I 
got this statement this month that doesn't show it. 
But I could not get any statements. And we were 
counting on the fact that when all of that was produced, 
as far as our taped conversations and things like that, 
that I would use that. 
THE DEPONENT: (Inaudible.) Okay. Sorry. 
That was my answer. 
MR. MITCHELL: Yeah, just answer -- well, I 
know, but --
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: -- you're going beyond the 
scope of the question. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 




Q. -- I want to go back to clarify the record, 
because we'll read this later --
A. Sure. 
Q. -- and we want to make sure that we're getting 
the full correct answer. 
A. Sure. 
Q. I do not show that I have received any bank 
records from you. 
A. That is correct. You received the bank amounts. 
That is a record. I gave him the amounts and the 
check -- and the transaction number that we gave you. 
We did give that to you. 
Q. And when I'm talking about banking records, I'm 
wanting bank statements --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- and cancelled checks. 
A. And I'm more than willing to do that if they'll 
print one that only has what goes to Chase. So, I will 
call them and try to get you that. 
Q. Let me finish. I just want to make it clear that 
you have not provided me with any bank statements or 
cancelled checks; isn't that correct? 




















































records. I did not understand that's what -- you say 
produce banking records for the previous four years. 
And I gave you that information, I felt like. So ... 
Based on the new question that you're asking me, 
a bank statement, I have not provided you with. I did 
provide you a statement from my bank, though, that gave 
information. 
Q. Where is that? 
A. It's been faxed or mailed to you guys in the 
past. I'm not sure where it is right now. 
Q. All of the documents that I have received are in 
Exhibit 8 to your deposition. Can you show me --
A. For this deposition, maybe that's true. I'm 
saying in the past, that is the information. 
Q. Prior to the litigation? 
A. Yes, sir. It's been given to your law firm. 
Bradon Howell was given that, is who it was sent to. 
That's when I did it, and that's who I gave it to, 
Bradon Law had it. Bradon Howell at Just Law has it. 
Q. Now, I'm not with Just Law. 
A. Okay. 
Q. And --
A. But I will -- I've probably given that to you, 
so ... 
Q. But you haven't given me nor my firm or Chase any 
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bank account statements or any cancelled check; isn't 
that correct? Yes or no? 
A. In this information, yes, sir, that's correct 
(indicating). 
Q. Let's skip down to Request for Production No. 12. 
We have asked for, and I quote, please produce any and 
all evidence of your payments on the note --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- closed quote. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Have you produced for us all evidence of your 
payments on the note? 
A. Everything I have in my possession at this time, 
yes, sir. 
Q. I want to go back and ask you about Request for 
Production No. 11. It says, quote, please produce any 
and all documents relating to the lost business 
opportunities outlined in Paragraph 36 and elsewhere in 
your complaint, closed quote. 
Have you produced all documents in your 
possession relating to lost business opportunities? 
A. Everything I have at this time, yes, sir. 
Q. Earlier on, you were testifying with 
Mr. Manwaring that you and your husband lost a business 
opportunity with AT&T; isn't that correct? 





















































A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know who you -- you and/or your husband 
was working with at AT&T? 
A. What do you mean? 
Q. There was a business opportunity that you claim 
was lost through AT&T. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Who were you and your husband working with at 
AT&T? 
A. Well, it was the 9-1-1 division. I mean ... 
Q. Is there someone in that division who was working 
with you or your husband on this business opportunity? 
A. Yes. I'm not going to have a name for you right 
now, but it's going -- it's going to be one of the 
recruiters. 
Q. It's a recruiter? Do you know where that 
recruiter is located? 
A. I do not off the top of my head, no. 
Q. Do you have something at home that shows who the 
recruiter is? 
A. Should, yes. 
Q. Would you have their contact information? 
A. I would -- I have it. I would want to verify 
that that's -- we're very concerned about you creating 
issues for us with future contracts as far as employment 
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and everything else, especially in light of what we are 
as problem fixers. So, I would want to check and make 
sure how that information was going to be handled. 
But can I prove up, yes, that we lost 
opportunity? Yes, I could prove that. That would be my 
only concern. 
MR. STENQUIST: And, Counsel, I -- for the 
record, I would just note that we requested those 
documents that the witness has just said is in her 
possession relating to these lost business opportunities 
with AT&T. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Let's move on to T-Mobile. Who were you working 
with at T-Mobile? 
A. The same answers. And I understood that that 
would be -- when I answered the names of the companies, 
that that would be -- not be something that was then --
you would create issues for us for future employment 
opportunities by contacting them. So --
Q. Do I understand you correctly, you do not --
you're not going to allow us to contact AT&T or T-Mobile 
regarding those lost business opportunities; is that 
correct? 
A. I did not say that. I want to visit with my 



























now either way. I don't know off the top of my head. 
Q. What was the third company that you mentioned? 
didn't write it down. 
A. Financial Services Company of Virginia. 
Q. What does that company do? 
A. Provide financial services. 
Q. Are you willing to tell me who you were working 
with at Financial Services Company? 
A. I resent the way the question was worded. It's 
not am I willing. I do not know the name of the person 
right now. 
Q. But once you find out the name, would you be 
willing to share that with me? 
A. If we're not -- you know, I don't know. I would 
need to speak to counsel to find out how you're going to 
be -- how you're using that information. I just need to 
protect my family as well. 
Q. Okay. Let's go back to AT&T. When did you 
lose -- what time period did you lose this business 
opportunity? 
A. There have been multiple. Actually, over the 
last four years, they have contacted us multiple times. 
Q. Okay. Let's talk about --
A. For multiple positions. 
Q. Okay. Let's talk about each one. 
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1 A. Pardon me? 
2 Q. Let's talk about each time. 
3 A. Okay. 
4 Q. The multiple times and multiple positions. 
5 A. Okay. 
6 Q. Let's start with the first one. 
7 A. I obviously have not conveyed or communicated 
8 somehow to you the number of head hunters that we do get 
9 contacted. And so, you know, it's not like it's -- they 
10 call me one time. But let's see, they're doing -- the 
11 one was with 9-1-1 -- the 9-1-1 deployment manager. 
12 Another was -- let me think about it a moment. 
13 Q. Do you know when that timeframe was? 
14 A. It would have been probably -- well, one of them 
15 was early 2009. I can't remember exactly. It was right 
16 after the foreclosure stuff started, whenever --
17 whenever you all started this stuff, that's when it was, 
18 right in there. 
19 Q. Okay. How about the next one? 
20 A. I'm -- I would really -- I need to look at notes 
21 for that. I apologize. I didn't understand that. 
22 Because I can give multiple, and I can -- I can provide 
23 dates and times as far as when those opportunities have 
24 been there. 
25 I'm not trying to hide anything like the 





















































presentation. I'm trying to say I just don't have it 
off the top of my head. 
Q. But you do have notes? 
A. I will have something, yes, sir, that we will 
have, yes, sir. 
Q. Not will have. I'm asking, do you have notes 
right now --
A. No, sir, not with me. 
Q. At home or anywhere else, do you have notes 
regarding these individuals who contacted you? 
A. I should have, yes, sir. 
Q. And is that true for AT&T, T-Mobile and Financial 
Services? 
A. For any of those, yes, sir, that will not be a 
problem. That should not be a problem. 
Q. And do you know where you keep those notes? 
A. A folder. 
Q. And --
A. I'm sorry, for the last four years, we've lived 
on the road trying to earn a living. And so, there's --
it's just a little bit different than how most people 
would have to do it. You've changed our world totally. 
Page 140 
1 Q. How often do you check that mailbox? 
2 A. Pretty regularly. And it depends on whether 
3 we're getting information or not, you know, at the time 
4 with everything going on. 
5 Q. And how -- how do you get that? Do you go to 
6 Redmond and check it? 
7 A. Uh-huh. 
8 Q. Do you regularly receive mail there? 
9 A. Yes. 
10 Q. Do you use any other addresses as a mailing 
11 address? 
12 A. No, sir, not for anything dealing with this. 
13 Q. How about other issues? 
14 A. This is our mailing address. 
15 Q. Would you turn the page to Page 13, Request for 
16 Production No. 16? We asked you for financial records, 
17 balance sheets, income statements. Do you have in your 
18 possession -- not here, obviously, on you right now, but 
19 at home. Do you have --
20 A. What page again? I'm sorry. Can you repeat 
21 that? 
22 MR. MITCHELL: Thirteen. 
23 THE DEPONENT: Thirteen, okay. Q. When you say you've lived on the road, do you --
do you have an RV? How do you -- . 24 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
A. Right out there (indicating), having to stay in 
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the car mostly because of, once again, credit issues. 
We turned off the credit cards. We weren't able -- we 
don't have a credit card because of credit issues. And 
so, it depends on whether the hotel will take cash or 
not. If they won't, then we have to sleep in the car. 
So ... 
And that is obviously going from a totally 
different lifestyle that we spent many, many years 
building up that you all overnight destroyed. 
Q. Now, tell me about this P.O. Box 3414, Redmond, 
Washington. 
A. Yes, sir. That's our mailing address. 
Q. And how long have you had that P.O. box? 
A. Probably over ten years. I don't know that. 
don't know. For a long time. That's -- 15, I don't 
know. 
Q. Prior -- prior to your --
A. I don't know. 
Q. -- loan with --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- with Coldwell Banker? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And --
A. That is the -- that is the mailing address, the 
only way we were supposed to be contacted by you all. 
25 Q. Thirteen, Request for Production No. 16. We 
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1 asked you for your financial records. Do you keep 
2 financial records? 
3 A. What the IRS requires, yes, sir, for them. For 
4 their purposes, yes, sir. 
5 Q. And what type of records do you keep then? 
6 A. We -- as far as we can show you what the income 
7 is, if that's what -- you know, we provide our income. 
8 We keep income. 
9 Q. Do you have a ledger, or do you keep it on 
10 QuickBooks on the computer? How do you keep your 
11 fi na ncia I records? 
12 A. I don't want to answer that. It's -- I can 
13 provide my income of what -- what we do, you know, what 
14 we -- what our total income is. 
15 Q. So, you're -- I'm just asking you how you keep 
16 your records. 
17 A. It varies. 
18 Q. Okay. Do you --
19 A. Can be a Ziplock baggy with receipts, you know. 
20 It varies. So ... 
21 Q. Do you have a general ledger, a ledger book where 
22 you write things down on how much money you make? 
23 A. Nothing, no, sir. Not like that, no, sir. 
24 Q. Do you have a computer program where you log --
25 A. We do file -- just we keep stuff in a file. 




























Q. Which branch? Do you know? Is there just one 1 
branch? 2 
A. As far as I know. 3 
Q. Do you know her last name? 4 
A. Not off the top of my head. 5 
Q. How about Theresa at Wells Fargo? Is she here in 6 
Lewiston? 7 
A. She is. 8 
Q. Let's skip over to Page 6. And when I asked you 9 
about -- excuse me, Page 7. When I asked you about Pete 10 
Elliott at Genworth Financial -- 11 
A. Yes, sir. 12 
Q. -- who is he? 13 
A. He's the one you all had call me. .14 
Q. When you say "you all," who do you mean? 15 
A. Either Chase or PHH. I don't know which. 16 
Q. Do you know where he's located? 17 
A. I do not. 18 
Q. How about Michael at Genworth Financial? 19 
A. Same thing. It's the one you all had call me. 20 
And both of them -- 21 
MR. MITCHELL: (Indicating). 22 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. Sorry. 23 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 24 
Q. Was Kim the only person who you allege told you 25 
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1 that you were in good standing? 1 
2 A. May I ask what page you are on? 2 
3 Q. On Page 9 -- 3 
4 A. Okay. 4 
5 Q. -- your answer says that -- Answer to 5 
6 Interrogatory No. 14, you say that Kim with Chase told 6 
7 the Nickersons that their account was in good standing. i 7 
8 Is she the only person? 8 
9 A. No. I'd have to look to see which other folks, 9 
10 but I know the lady that helped us in the fall had 10 
11 looked at it and also said that -- I guess it was in -- 11 
12 probably, I'm going to guess, October-ish, somewhere in 12 
13 there, September, October. 13 
14 It was the first -- I can't remember exactly 14 
15 when, but when I first found the other lady, she went 15 
16 back, looked through stuff, was real helpful, and said, 16 
17 you know, we were good. Also, Wells Fargo told us in 17 
18 January of 2010, Chase was reporting us as current. 18 
19 Chase reported us as current in January of 2010, because 19 
20 when this all happened on February the 4th, I called on 20 
21 the 2nd and visited with them, with Wells Fargo saying, 21 
22 what do I do? You know, tell -- how does this work? 22 
23 And they said that you had reported that we were current 23 
24 in January of 2010. So... 24 
25 Q. On Page 11, we asked you in Request for 25 
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Production No. 6 to provide a full and complete credit 
report from a nationally recognized credit reporting 
agency. 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. But we did not receive a credit report from you; 
is that correct? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Would you give us permission to run a credit 
report on you? 
A. No, sir, not unless you're giving me a loan. It 
hurts my credit by five points every time that's done. 
And it's low enough already, so I'd rather not. 
Q. What is it now? 
A. It's down in the 500s, is my understanding. 
Q. And how did you find that out? 
A. When I had that -- I think it was one of the 
bankers that told me recently. 
Q. Which bank? 
A. I don't remember. Probably Wells Fargo. I don't 
remember. I just know that I do have that knowledge at 
this point, because somebody did recently give me that 
number. 
And that went from a perfect credit score at the 
time the second was taken out, when the banker said she 
had never personally seen that kind of a credit score. 
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So... And that was right prior to -- right immediately 
following -- preceding this. 
Q. Do you know what that number was? 
A. Pardon me? 
Q. Do you --
A. She said it was a perfect credit score, is what 
she said. And --
Q. But she didn't give you a number? 
A. No, sir, but I'm sure it's on file. And -- yeah. 
We had never paid a bill late and had always had strong 
credit and good income. So, it should have been high. 
Q. Do you run any of your businesses out of 
companies or LLCs? Do you own any businesses or 
companies? 
A. Normally, we do professional consulting. What 
has happened to us is, in the last four years, when our 
credit shut us down for doing the professional 
consulting, we had to resort to anything from lawn 
mowing to housecleaning to roof building to whatever 
else we could find, is what our family has done. A 
delivery project, picking up horse manure out of a 
stall, whatever we could do just to earn money, and --
which is why I also said, no, I don't have the same kind 
of records I've had in the past, because instead, I have 
a receipt, you know, and that's going in a bag. 
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1 Literally go to Craig's List and look for some work and 
2 went and did it to try and save everything that the 
3 entire family had worked for all these years. So ... 
4 Q. So, your answer --
5 A. So, the answer to the question on the -- the 
6 keeping -- or the records or whatever is, everything has 
7 just changed, so we have not, no. We haven't had the 
8 money to form an LLC. 
9 MR. STENQUIST: Let's mark this as 
10 Exhibit 10. I believe we're at 10, Nancy? 
11 THE REPORTER: Yes. 
12 EXHIBITS: 
13 (Deposition Exhibit No. 10 marked for 
14 identification.) 
15 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
16 Q. Mrs. Nickerson, what I'm handing to you is a 
17 letter and attachment dated May 13th, 2010. And the 
18 letter encloses Chase's payment history. And this has 
19 been provided to your attorney several months ago. And 
20 it is Bates labeled JPMC 1 through JPMC 12. 
21 And I'd like to start backwards on the very last 
22 page --
23 A. Okay. 
24 Q. -- and talk to you about the contents of this 
25 document. If you can look on the very far left-hand 
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1 side, there are reference numbers for each area. If you 
2 look at Reference No. 6, you'll see -- as you go over 
3 five columns, you'll see the word "payment." Do you see 
4 that? 
5 A. Yes. 
6 Q. And what this indicates is that on January 4th, 
7 2008, you made a payment. Do you see that? 
8 A. Yes. 
9 Q. And if we go up to Reference No. 7, it shows that 
10 on February 4th, 2008, you made a payment. Do you see 
11 that? 
12 A. Yes, sir. 
13 Q. And then we go up to Line 11, and it says on 
14 March 3rd, 2008, you made a payment. Do you see that? 
15 A. Yes. 
16 Q. Let's go to JPMC 11 and go up to Line 14. On 
17 April 12th, 2008, this report shows that you made a 
18 payment? 
19 A. Certainly. 
20 Q. And then Line 15, it says, April 28th, 2008, that 
21 you made a payment. Do you see that? 
22 A. Okay. 
23 Q. And as you follow -- follow this for a few pages, 
24 
25 
it does show in 2008, that you made various payments. 
And then on JPMC Page 9, skip all the way to Page 9, 
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1 JPMC 0009, do you see that? 
2 A. Yes. 
3 Q. If you go up to Line 35, it shows that you made 
4 a payment on November 3rd, 2008 --
5 A. Uh-huh. 
6 Q. -- and that that payment was applied to 
7 September 1st, 2008. Do you see that on the third 
8 column over? 
9 A. Yes. 
10 Q. So, what that indicates to me is that, in 
11 November of 2008, you made a payment that was applied 
12 several months earlier, back in September 2008, which 
13 means that you had not made a payment in September or 
14 October of 2008. You may have missed those payments. 
15 A. Okay. 
16 Q. But you made up for it by making two payments on 
17 November 3rd, 2008. 
18 A. And that's in 2008? 
19 Q. 2008, that's correct. 
20 A. I don't have an answer. I don't remember those. 
21 Q. Well, I didn't ask a question. 
22 A. Okay. 
23 Q. But I'll ask you a question, and that is, do you 
24 recall missing a payment, September and October of 2008? 
25 A. I do not. 
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1 Q. Okay. 
2 A. But we were starting to have problems with our --
3 that may have been -- I had said it was fall of 2000, or 
4 maybe it was -- I don't remember. But I do --
5 Q. That was my only question. 
6 A. Okay. 
7 Q. Okay. So, let's turn the page and go to JPMC 08. 
8 And what that indicates is that -- that by the time we 
9 get to Line 42, January 5th, 2009, your payments for 
10 November, December and January had not been made. 
11 A. Okay. 
12 Q. Okay. November of 2008, December of 2008 and 
13 January of 2009 had not been made. 
14 A. And any payments you all did not receive, it was 
15 due to you not being willing to work with us on getting 
16 them. I just want to go back to -- I made that comment 
17 earlier. 
18 Q. Do you recall -- do you recall during those 
19 months attempting to make a payment? 
20 A. Yes, sir. At all times, we were attempting to 
21 make payments. I felt like my life revolved around 
22 trying to work out details. That's also about the time 




MR. STENQUIST: Let's mark this next one as 





























(Deposition Exhibit No. 11 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Do you recognize this document? 
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A. I don't recognize this particular document, but I 
received some of these from you, which we would then 
call. And sometimes you all told us it had just been 
generated. Sometimes, blah, blah, blah. You know, it 
just depends. 
Q. Okay. So --
A. I don't -- you know, specifically, no; but I do 
know what the document is, yes. 
Q. And this is your address that's on the top; is 
that correct? 
A. Yes, it is. 
Q. And in the subject field, it shows your monthly 
payment amount and --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- the total due. Do you see that? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. So, that $7,294.97 that they include in this 



























1 about, November 2008, December 2008 and January 2009. 1 
2 So, this letter indicates that Chase contacted you when 2 
3 you were three months, based on their records, 3 
4 delinquent. 4 
5 A. Okay. I was also -- it doesn't, though, 5 
6 stipulate the times I contacted them trying to make the 6 
7 payments, and then they would say, you can't make a 7 
8 payment unless you do this or do this, and we can't take 8 
9 it for this reason because it's in their foreclosure. 9 
10 Q. Now, I don't have a question -- 10 
11 A. So, I need to go back and look to verify the 11 
12 accuracy of this. 12 
13 Q. Okay. I don't have a question for you 13 
14 outstanding. 14 
15 A. Okay. 15 
16 Q. So, let's not -- let's -- 16 
17 A. Okay. 17 
18 Q. -- digress. We need to make an accurate record, 18 
19 so -- 19 
20 A. Okay. Then let me make notes then so I can use 20 
21 it in my answer. Okay. Go ahead. 21 
22 Q. So, in this letter, on the second page of 22 
23 Exhibit 11, it gives you instructions of where to pay 23 
24 your late payments. Do you see that? 24 
25 A. Uh-huh. 25 
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Q. And then on the following page, JPMC 34, it shows 
that there was an acceleration warning, warning you that 
you were three months past due. Do you remember 
receiving this document? 
A. I don't remember this one because I got so many 
of these that you told me were not -- that they were not 
valid. So, I specifically do not remember receiving 
this document, no, sir. But I did receive others just 
like this. I'm familiar with it. And then I called you 
all, and you would say we're okay. 
Q. In our documents production to you, we have 
produced quite a few of these types of letters where 
Chase has contacted you and attempted to work out the 
loan. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. But it's your testimony, from what I'm hearing, 
that these letters were all sent in error; is that 
correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That you did not give these letters much 
credence, although you did call Chase; is that correct? 
A. I called Chase. But at the same time I was 
receiving these, I was receiving insurance letters that 
were prove -- easy to prove they were false. And then I 
was talking to your people, who was looking on their 
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account and telling me yes, we're okay; there's 
something wrong with the transaction here. We will send 
it to research. 
So, I was doing everything I knew to do to work 
it out. So, yes, sir, when you -- I was getting these 
at the same time, just like I got something from you 
guys saying you weren't -- you were just a servicer. 
And yet, I've got a letter here that says you did buy it 
in December of '09. 
So, it's all -- everything was so conflicting, 
probably we should have had an attorney right then sort 
it out, but we were trying in good faith to work with 
you guys, assuming that was what you all wanted to do. 
Q. Some of these letters that Chase sent you -- and 
we've provided them --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- in discovery, if you want to take a look at 
them later. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Some of these letters discuss a forbearance 
program where they would allow you to reschedule your 
payments in a way. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Did you ever -- this is my question. Did you 
ever reach an agreement with Chase to reschedule or 





















































A. Not that I'm aware of, no, sir. 
Q. The first sentence of the next paragraph says, 
quote, failure to -- basically, for the following 
reasons, failure to respond to requests for 
communication and/or documentation. 
Do you recall -- my question is, do you recall 
Chase ever requesting documentation and information from 
you? 
A. Through the -- through this time period, 
probably, yes, sir. I mean, I know that we have -- I 
don't -- I don't know who exactly has done what. Sorry, 
Jon. You guys have -- Genworth has this. I don't know. 
But I will say that I did receive -- whenever we --
well, that's not -- I don't think that was done --
that's actually on the other, so no. 
Q. Mrs. Nickerson, this is -- these are all the 
questions I have for you today. However, as we've 
stated before on the record, we are not closing your 
deposition. We are going to leave that open because 
there are a myriad of issues that we need to work out, 
either with the judge or your attorney, on questions 
that you did not want to answer today, we'll have to 
address later. 
So, your deposition is still open, and we will 
continue it to another date, if necessary. I have no 


























further questions today. 1 
MR. MANWARING: Very well. 2 
THE DEPONENT: I have one last answer. I'm 3 
more than willing to work with any questions that are 4 
regarding whatever they need for this, just not that 5 
affect our privacy or our future. So... 6 
MR. MANWARING: I just have a couple of 7 
follow-up questions to end this up. 8 
EXAMINATION 9 
BY MR. MANWARING: 10 
Q. In the Notice of Deposition that was sent to your 11 
counsel, you were asked to bring with you all cancelled 12 
checks and/or bank statements showing payments made to '13 
PHH and/or J.P. Morgan Chase Bank. You didn't bring any 14 
bank statements with you today? 15 
A. If you want to pay me to have time to go home and 16 
get those, I didn't bring any with me, no, sir. 17 
Q. Didn't bring any cancelled checks with you today? , 18 
A. No, sir. 19 
Q. Do you have in your possession somewhere bank 20 
statements for the years 2008, 2009 and 2010? 21 
A. I do not know for sure. 22 
Q. Was it still Wells Fargo Bank at that time? 23 
A. Yes, sir. 24 
Q. A checking account? 25 
A. Pardon me? 
Q. Was it a checking account? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Okay. Have you asked Wells Fargo Bank for copies 
of statements for those three years? 
A. I gave that to Just Law for anything that 
involved Chase or -- PHH, actually, because you didn't 
let me make a pavement. We were current with you when 
Chase took it, and then we had all the paperwork mess. 
But I did ask Wells Fargo. And I gave that to Bradon 
Howell at Just Law, a certified letter from the bank 
stating any transactions that involved you guys, PHH or 
Chase, the payment of these loans. Yes, sir, I gave 
that to you. 
Q. Okay. That's not the question I asked you. 
A. Okay. 
Q. I said, have you asked Wells Fargo Bank for 
copies of your bank statements? 
A. No, sir. I haven't had a reason to do that. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I gave --
Q. Can you ask for those? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Are you saying you don't want to? 
A. No. 
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Q. Then what are you saying? 
A. I'm saying I will provide whatever you need to 
see what involves directly you, but I don't feel -- I 
don't want my privacy invaded on other issues, on what I 
have used my bank statements. I feel that's a violation 
of my privacy, and I would want to talk to a state 
attorney or whoever -- however you find out the criminal 
side of that, or what I'm allowed to do to protect 
myself. So ... 
Q. So --
A. But I'm more than willing to give you anything --
anything that involves Chase, PHH or Coldwell. More 
than willing. 
Q. That's what we've asked for. 
A. Yes, sir. Well, if they will give you a 
certified thing of pulling any transactions that involve 
you all, then I think that answers that. That provides 
that. So, I don't want to answer any more questions 
regarding that. I'd rather not answer that any further. 
Q. What we're asking you is, will you provide us 
with copies of your monthly bank statements for the 
years 2008, 2009 and 2010? 
A. I was -- I already answered that question. 
don't know. So ... And I was told that was a legitimate 
answer that I could give. 
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1 Q. Well, if you don't know the answer to something, 
2 that is. But when you're asked whether you will provide 
3 them --
4 A. I don't know if I will until I research what my 
5 legal rights and my privacy, how much further you can 
6 abuse me. Then I will answer your question. So ... 
7 Q. Okay. Well, that's why I'm trying to make a 
8 record --
9 A. Okay. 
10 Q. -- so the judge can see --
11 A. Perfect. I'm more than willing to talk to the 
12 judge about my concerns about our privacy. And anything 
13 that we do, I would like to be --
14 MR. MITCHELL: Okay. 
15 BY MR. MANWARING: 
16 Q. In addition, we've asked you for copies of all 
17 cancelled checks that relate to payments. Will you 
18 provide us copies of all cancelled checks relating to 
19 payments to PHH or Chase for the years 2008, 2009 and 
20 2010? 
21 A. I will provide certified proof of payment for 
22 anything in 2008, 2009, 2010 that I have copies of or 
23 that I can access copies of. 
24 Q. Does that --



























proof of payments. Whether or not it's in the form of a 
cancelled check or what form it's in, I do not know at 
this time. But I am more than willing -- since you said 
this was for the judge, I am more than willing, Your 
Honor, to give you -- to provide any proof -- any --
certified proof of any payments made to them in those 
months that I can provide, that I can get my hands on. 
Q. Okay. You keep talking about certified proof. I 
have no idea what you're talking about. What I'm asking 
you is, will you provide copies of the actual cancelled 
checks that relate to payments to PHH or Chase for the 
years 2008, 2009, 2010? 
A. Do you know any languages other than English? 
don't --
MR. MITCHELL: Knock -- knock it off. 
THE DEPONENT: I said I don't know. I don't 
know the answer to that at this time. 
MR. MITCHELL: Can we take one quick break? 
I think we're doing a little bit better. 
MR. MANWARING: Yeah, okay. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess 
from 5:57 p.m. to 6:02 p.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: We are back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. The question was, will you provide copies of 
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1 cancelled checks for payments made to PHH and Chase for 
2 the years 2008, 2009 and 2010? 
3 A. I do not have any cancelled checks because I 
4 don't get cancelled checks, but I will have the bank 
5 provide proof of the payments to you however they can. 
6 Q. I don't know what you mean by that, but --
7 A. Okay. 
8 Q. -- your bank has copies of cancelled checks. 
9 A. I will provide whatever proof they will give me, 
10 or whatever I'm able to get for you, proof of the 
11 transactions that took place. I will provide that. 
12 Q. Including cancelled checks? 
13 A. I don't have any cancelled checks, so ... I feel 
14 like I've answered your question the best I can. Either 
15 my IQ's not working enough to answer your question or 
16 something. I've said I will provide -- whatever the 
17 bank can provide -- can give me to prove the 
18 transactions took place, I am happy to give you. I do 
19 not have any cancelled checks. 
20 MR. MITCHELL: And so, if that includes 
21 copies of cancelled checks, then yes. 
22 THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
23 BY MR. MANWARING: 
24 Q. (Indicating)? 


























MR. MITCHELL: Yes. 
THE DEPONENT: Yes. 
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MR. MANWARING: Okay. I think we're done 
then for tonight. We do keep this deposition open, as 
MR. STENQUIST has mentioned, because of the nature of 
the answers and the documents that are being requested 
here, so that in the event we need to come back and 
finish this, this deposition will continue. So, for 
that purpose, we're not closing the deposition; we're 
simply adjourning until we have further judicial review, 
the deposition of Donna Nickerson. 
I understand we're still doing the 
deposition of Charles Nickerson. Do you want to try 
that first thing in the morning? 
MR. MITCHELL: Yeah. I would say yes. 
MR. MANWARING: Can we start at 7:00? 
MR. MITCHELL: That's -- yeah, that's fine. 
THE DEPONENT: We're an hour from here. 
MR. NICKERSON: What is the time constraint? 
MR. MANWARING: 11:00 tomorrow. 
MR. MITCHELL: Jon's got a flight, and I'd 
rather --
THE DEPONENT: We were required to be here 
for Wednesday, Thursday and Friday, but it doesn't go 
for the attorneys too, so how about if --





















































want to be clear on that. 
Q. Okay. Was this in connection with the action 
regarding the contractor? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. All right. And I just need to cover with 
you some basic ground rules on depositions so we have it 
on the record and make sure both of us are understanding 
the expectation, if that's okay with you. The -- that's 
not a question. I just want to make sure. 
A. Okay. 
Q. First of all, as I mentioned to your wife 
yesterday, the court reporter has to take a verbatim 
record of what is being said here. And as a result, 
it's important for us to only be speaking one at a time. 
So, I will certainly do you the courtesy of 
waiting for your response before asking another 
question, and just ask the same courtesy for me to 
finish my question before you answer. Is that 
acceptable? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Thank you. In addition, the court reporter 
cannot record a nod or shake of the head. And so, our 
responses have to be verbalized with a yes or a no. Is 
that acceptable to you? 
A. Yes. 


























Q. Also, if I ask a question and you answer it, the 1 
presumption is that you understood the question and 2 
could give an answer. So, if you don't understand the 3 
question, please make sure you let me know that you're 4 
not sure what's being asked so that I can rephrase it in 5 
a manner that promotes understanding. Is that 6 
acceptable? 7 
A. Yes. 8 
Q. Okay. Now, for the deposition today, did you 9 
review any personal documents in your possession? 10 
A. No. 11 
Q. Okay. 12 
A. No. 13 
Q. All right. The notice of the deposition that was 14 
sent to your counsel stated that you were commanded to 15 
bring with you all written records, including but not 16 
limited to, deeds, letters, memoranda and notes kept by , 17 
you, given to you or otherwise in your possession 
regarding the allegations that are in this action. 
Did you bring with you any of those documents? 
A. All I have is what counsel has. I did not bring 
any additional --
Q. Okay. 
A. -- documents. 










are the ones that your counsel has provided to us in 
discovery responses? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Okay. Also, the notice of the deposition that 
was sent to you stated that, in addition, you are to 
bring with you all cancelled checks and bank statements 
showing payments made to PHH and/or J.P. Morgan Chase 
Bank according to the terms of the promissory note. 
Did you bring with you any bank statements today? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you bring with you copies of any cancelled 
checks? 
A. No. I do not have any cancelled checks. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I do not physically have any cancelled checks. 
So ... 
Q. Okay. If you had them, they would be in the 
possession of a bank? Is that what you're saying? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Okay. And you didn't check with your bank before 
the deposition today to see if you could get copies from 
the bank of the cancelled checks? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. Now, I'll go through briefly some of the 
same things I talked with your wife about first 
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yesterday just to make sure we haven't missed anything 
or if you needed to add something else, okay? 
A. Okay. 
Q. So, if you'd look at Deposition Exhibit No. 1. 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 
Q. And Deposition Exhibit No. 1 is the warranty deed 
that you and your wife received for this property. Do 
you agree that that's the warranty deed, as best as you 
recall? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And that relates to the property that's in 
Clearwater County? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And that -- again, your wife mentioned this was 
approximately 50 acres of land. Do you agree with that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And she also gave some explanation as to the 
improvements that were made on that property. And did 
you agree with her explanation of those improvements? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Any additional information you wanted to add 
concerning the improvements to the property? 
A. No. 
Q. If you'd look at Deposition Exhibit No. 2, do you 
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2 A. Yes. 
3 Q. Okay. And do your initials appear on the bottom 
4 of those pages? 
5 A. Yes, they do. 
6 Q. And does your signature appear on the third page? 
7 A. Yes. 
8 Q. And that is your signature? 
9 A. Yes. 
















11 that she acknowledged that there was a note that you 
12 and -- strike that. Your wife mentioned yesterday that 
13 she acknowledged this promissory note that you and her 
14 made for $285,000 to Coldwell Banker. Do you, likewise, 
15 acknowledge that you made this promissory note --
16 A. Yes. 
17 Q. -- for that loan? 
18 A. Yes. 
19 Q. And that you received the money from that loan to 
20 purchase the property in Clearwater County? 
21 A. Yes. 
22 Q. To your knowledge, Nick, has that amount been 
23 repaid to Coldwell Banker or PHH? 
24 A. To my knowledge, no. 



























A. (Witness shakes head.) 1 
Q. Okay. 2 
A. I mean, some of it has been. 3 
Q. Right. But the entire note hasn't been? 4 
A. As far as I know, the note has not been paid off, 5 
no. 6 
Q. Okay. All right. Also, on the -- I think it's 7 
the fourth or fifth pages, there are some affidavits 8 
there concerning your names. Could you turn to those 9 
and make sure that that page that has your name as part 10 
of that affidavit is correct? 11 
A. Yes, it's correct. 12 
Q. And it gives there that another name you go by is 13 
Nick Nickerson; is that correct? 14 
A. That is correct. 15 
Q. Okay. That's why we're calling you Nick 16 
apparently. 17 
A. Yes, sir. 18 
Q. All right. Anything about the terms of that note 19 
that you did not understand at the time you signed it? 20 
A. No. 21 
Q. Okay. All right. If you'd look at Deposition 22 
Exhibit No. 3. 23 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. Okay. 24 
Q. All right. And Deposition Exhibit No. 3 is the 25 
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deed of trust that was given by you and your wife to 
secure the note that we just looked at, Exhibit No. 2. 
Is that your understanding? 
A. That is my understanding. 
Q. Okay. Your wife explained that even though this 
was a deed of trust, the two of you intended that this 
would be like a mortgage. Is that your understanding? 
A. That is -- that was what was explained to us, 
yes. 
Q. Okay. Again, on Exhibit No. 3, do your initials 
appear at the bottom of the pages of Exhibit No. 37 
A. Yes. 
Q. And does your signature appear at the -- on the 
signature page of Exhibit No. 37 
A. Yes. 
Q. And at the last page of Exhibit No. 3, there's a 
description of the property. Would you look at that 
description to see if it corresponds to the description 
given in Exhibit No. 1, which is your warranty deed? 
A. It appears to be the same. I have to look at the 
warranty deed. Yes, it's the same. 
Q. Okay. So, you've looked at the warranty deed and 
the deed of trust descriptions, and they describe the 
same parcel of property; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. Okay. Were there any terms of the deed of trust 
that you did not understand at the time you signed the 
deed of trust? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Not that I'm aware of. 
Q. Okay. All right. In the requirements under the 
note that's Exhibit 2 and the deed of trust that's 
Exhibit No. 3, did you understand that you were to make 
monthly installment payments to pay off that loan? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Now, your wife mentioned yesterday that 
you were the one who, during this period of time, was in 
charge of the finances in the family. Would that be 
correct? 
A. Can you define "period of time"? 
Q. Certainly. During the years 2008, 2009, that you 
were in charge of the finances for the family, such as 
paying the bills. 
A. No. 
Q. Who was in charge of paying the bills? 
A. I don't know that you could say it was an in 
charge thing. It was a joint effort. She was mostly 
responsible. 
Q. Okay. So, a joint effort, meaning you and your 





















































wife together would go through what bills the family 
had, what income the family had and payments or 
adjustments, whatever needed to happen? 
A. Correct. 
Q. That way, you would manage your family finances? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Okay. In 2008, did you have, at that time, a 
checking account with Wells Fargo Bank? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was that checking account the source of funds 
that were primarily used to pay family liabilities or 
debts? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. What other source would be used to pay those 
liabilities or debts? 
A. Other accounts. 
Q. And what -- where would those other accounts be 
at? 
A. I don't want to answer that question. 
Q. Is there something objectionable about that 
question? 
A. Well, there are certain -- let's -- if I may 
speak freely? 
Q. (Counsel nods head.) 
A. Okay. I have certain objections globally to 
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certain lines of questioning due to the fact that you 
are a creditor and this action is not intended to 
collect a debt. And whatever actions are intended to 
collect debt that I owe would need to be a different 
legal proceeding. And, therefore, I think certain 
protections are granted under those proceedings. And 
so, I'm not going to answer some questions along those 
grounds. 
Q. Any other objection you have to answering that 
question? 
A. Yes, because I do not know which funds were 
applied to that -- this account at that time. No, which 
funds were for paying -- in the years 2008, which 
account the funds came from. 
Q. Okay. Do you understand, Nick, that in this 
action that's going on, PHH is seeking to foreclose its 
deed of trust? Do you understand that? 
A. Correct. Yes, I understand that. 
Q. And you understand that you and your wife are 
suing PHH as part of a claim you have? Do you 
understand that? 
A. I understand that. 
Q. And when you bring those issues, PHH has brought 
to issue a foreclosure claiming they haven't been paid 




















































and PHH has violated certain federal standards and 
breached a contract --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- you have a burden of proving your portion of 
those claims, and you have a responsibility to identify 
evidence that can answer either of those issues. So, 
that's the reason for these questions. 
A. I understand. Right, I understand. And I think 
we -- as my wife mentioned yesterday, we'll be happy to 
produce that as soon as we have determined what those 
are. And so, at this time, I cannot say which account 
those funds came out of. But when I can get my hands on 
a cancelled check or work with my bank -- bankers in 
order to provide that information, I will provide that 
information to you. 
Q. Okay. The question that was asked is, in 2008, 
was there some other source of funds besides the Wells 
Fargo checking account that was being used to pay --
A. I do not know. 
Q. And you don't know that? Okay. And that's 
what --
A. I do not know. 
Q. That's when I asked was there some other account, 
and you said there was, but you didn't want to say what 
that was. So, now I'm --
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A. Right. Well, because I -- I can't tell you for 
sure which account those funds came from. Therefore, I 
have to say I do not know if other accounts were used to 
pay your funds. Therefore, I'm not going to identify 
what other accounts I might have because they would not 
be relevant to paying you your money unless the funds 
came out of that account. 
Q. I must ask then, in 2008, was there an account 
besides the Wells Fargo checking account that you were 
using? 
A. I think I've already answered that question. 
Q. I haven't heard it yet. I'm just asking if there 
was an account besides the Wells Fargo checking account. 
A. You asked me if there were other accounts besides 
Wells Fargo. Can we go back and read the answer I 
provided to that question? 
(The reporter read back the following 
answer: Right. Well, because I -- I can't tell you for 
sure which account those funds came from. Therefore, I 
have to say I do not know if other accounts were used to 
pay your funds. Therefore, I'm not going to identify 
what other accounts I might have because they would not 
be relevant to paying you your money unless the funds 
came out of that account.) 
THE REPORTER: Was that the answer you were 






















































THE DEPONENT: Well, I was referring to a 
couple of questions ahead. 
Now, let -- can we not play the legalese 
game like you did yesterday badgering my wife and 
abusing her, you know, through this deposition process? 
I would, you know, ask the common courtesy. You're 
asking me questions; I'm providing those answers. 
If I provide, I do not know, I provide, I 
will not answer, then I would ask the courtesy that you 
continue on. We've already said we're going to set some 
issues aside for the judge's ruling, or to be discussed 
or negotiated, whatever, after this proceeding. 
So, in the interest of time, because I 
understand there's some time restriction based on 
some -- I believe the other attorney needs to catch a 
plane, that we not continue on badgering on certain 
issues that we've already -- you've already been 
provided an answer. 
You asked me if there are other accounts. 
told you I'm not going to answer that question. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. Well, I understand that your feeling, 
Nick, is that you or your wife may have been badgered. 



























surprisingly. What we are seeing is a refusal to answer 1 
what we feel are relevant questions pertaining to the 2 
issues raised here. , 3 
A. Have you provided us all of our discovery? 4 
MR. MITCHELL: Let's take a break. 5 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. 6 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 7 
7:24 a.m. to 7:31 a.m.) 8 
MR. MANWARING: Back on the record. 9 
BY MR. MANWARING: 10 
Q. I think the question that was pending is, was 11 
there another account besides the Wells Fargo checking 12 
account that was used to make payments in 2008 on the 13 
note to Coldwell Banker? 14 
A. I do not know. 15 
Q. Okay. In 2009, was the checking account with 16 
Wells Fargo Bank used to make the payments on the note 17 
to Coldwell Banker? 18 
A. Yes. 19 
Q. And what you've already explained before as to 20 
whether or not there are copies of cancelled checks will 21 
depend on whether your bank has them. Is that -- 22 
A. That -- correct. 23 
Q. Okay. 24 




A. Was the Wells Fargo account used to make 
payments? Yes. But I'm not testifying that would have 
been the only way payments were made in 2009. 
Q. Okay. What additional method of payment was used 
in 2009? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. Who would know that? 
A. Donna. 
Q. Okay. Now, you heard her explanations yesterday 
about those payments in 2009? 
A. I -- yes. They -- well, her explanation about 
payments? I'll guess I'll have to go back to her 
testimony to -- to validate -- I would have to hear 
exactly what she said again because I don't know. 
Q. Okay. From what you can recall just sitting 
here, was there anything about Donna's testimony 
concerning the payments in 2009 that you didn't think 
was correct? 
A. It was correct to my knowledge. 
Q. Okay. All right. And that's fair enough. Was 
there -- strike that. Was Wells Fargo, the checking 
account, the account used to make payments for any 
payments that may have been made in 2010? 
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A. Yes. It's my understanding one payment was made 
in 2010. I believe it came from the Wells Fargo 
account. 
Q. Okay. Very well. And from your understanding, 
once the -- PHH received the note in 2010, it was not 
accepting payments. Is that your understanding? 
A. That is my understanding. But when you say "it 
was not accepting payments," you are saying PHH was not 
accepting payments? 
Q. Correct. 
A. Yes. Yes. 
Q. Okay. 
MR. MANWARING: If I could see those 
exhibits. Let me see if I can get the right one. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Nick, I'm handing you Deposition Exhibit 7. 
A. Okay. 
Q. And if you'd look at Paragraph 36. 
A. (Witness complies.) Yes. 
Q. Okay. In that paragraph, you allege that your 
credit rating has been destroyed. Can you give me your 
factual understanding of how your credit rating has been 
destroyed? 
A. My understanding from a credit -- from a 
credit-wise, a foreclosure status shows on your credit 





















































report, or 30 days late, 90 days late, 60 -- whatever 
that -- that damages your credit report and your credit 
rating. 
Q. Okay. Have you seen a copy of your credit report 
beginning in 2009? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Did you see one in 2010? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Did you see one in 2011? 
A. No. 
Q. Have you seen one this year? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. Now, do you have some experience in 
applying for loans, and if you're rejected, they give 
you notice that there was a problem shown on a credit 
history or for some other reason, they denied the loan? 
Have you had any experience with that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you receive a letter of that kind from any 
potential lender in 2009, 2010 or 2011? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. You don't recall one, or you just don't 
know if you had one? 
A. I -- I don't recall. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. All right. Have you seen a copy of a 
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credit report, different than a credit history, a credit 
report that had been prepared for you or your wife in 
2009? 
A. I don't -- I don't know. 
Q. Okay. How about 2010? 
A. I -- I don't know. 
Q. 2011? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. And 2012? 
A. No. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. All right. Now, if you'd look at 
Paragraph 37 on Exhibit 7. 
A. (Witness complies.) Yes. 
Q. You've had a chance to read that? 
A. (Witness nods head.) 
Q. Is that yes? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Do I understand the allegation there being 
that you were deprived of certain economic 
opportunities? 
A. 37 is regarding the reputation irreparably --
irreparably damaged because PHH caused service of its 
complaint -- Paragraph 37, which is what you were 
referencing was, as a result of this matter, Nickersons' 




















































service of its complaint to be done via publication when 
PHH knew that the Nickersons were represented by an 
attorney and made no effort at all to inquire about 
accepting service. 
Q. I stand corrected. 
A. So, I think you were looking at a different --
Q. I was --
A. -- speaking of a different paragraph, but that's 
what that one says. 
Q. Exactly. We're at that one anyway, so might as 
well start there. 
A. Okay. 
Q. What factually do you understand supports that 
allegation that your reputation has been irreparably 
damaged? 
A. Well, intentionally posting service in a 
publication when, you know, knowing we were represented 
at that time, you know, the only intention would be to 
damage someone's reputation or, you know, put a question 
about somebody into the public eye, especially knowing 
that someone is already represented. 
Q. Okay. So, the point of publishing a notice of a 
trustee sale, for example, is that what you're referring 
to, in a newspaper? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. That publication, you believe, was an intentional 
effort by PHH or someone to damage your reputation? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Any other fact that was a damage to your 
reputation? 
A. Not that I'm aware of. 
Q. Okay. Do you have any understanding or knowledge 
that, by law in Idaho, if you're going to foreclose on a 
deed of trust, you have to publish it in a newspaper? 
Do you know anything about that? 
A. I don't know the laws. 
Q. Okay. That's fair enough. I'm just asking if 
you do. Now we'll get to the other question I was 
thinking of. In your Complaint, you allege that because 
of the damage to your credit report --
A. Correct. 
Q. -- that you have lost some economic opportunities 
or contracts? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And you heard your wife explain yesterday about 
some of those. And it sounds like those were directed 
mainly to opportunities for you to work; is that 
correct? 
A. Correct. 
Q. So, tell me a little bit about what your skill or 





















































Q. Is there somebody that is going to be used by 
you, or attempted to be used by you, as an expert 
witness at trial? 
A. At this point, I don't know of one that's been 
identified. 
Q. So, as far as an expert, you don't know who that 
may be? 
A. That's what I just said. 
Q. Just had to make sure. I'm making something that 
someone else has to read, and I want to make sure they 
understand what we're talking about. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Okay. Handing you what's marked as Deposition 
Exhibit 4. This was the deed of trust on the, I 
believe, second mortgage that was granted by you to 
Wells Fargo Bank in exchange for a loan. Do you 
remember getting that second mortgage? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. And does your signature appear on that 
deed of trust that's Exhibit No. 4? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And I believe that was granted sometime in 2007. 
Is that --
A. That is correct. 
Q. -- your understanding? To your knowledge, is 
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there monthly installment payments that were required as 
part of that second mortgage? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And to your knowledge, were those payments made 
through the checking account at Wells Fargo that's 
already been discussed? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And to your knowledge, have those payments been 
kept current? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. So, as we sit here today, there's been no 
default or a claim of default concerning the second 
mortgage with Wells Fargo? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. Fair enough. Trying to find out. If 
you'd look at Deposition Exhibit No. 5, that is a 
judgment that was recorded in favor of Knowlton and 
Miles, which I understand is a firm of attorneys here in 
Lewiston, Idaho. I think your wife yesterday testified 
that Knowlton and Miles were the attorneys that 
represented you and your wife in the action with the 
contractor; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And have you seen that judgment before? 



























Q. Okay. Were you aware that Knowlton and Miles was 
claiming that they were still owed fees from their 
representation of you? 
A. Not until I had seen this. I mean, I -- yeah, I 
don't --
Q. Not until you saw a judgment? 
A. Not until -- yeah, either that or my wife had 
told me about it. Because that's why -- because I just 
said I don't know if I had seen this before, but I do 
know that there was an action; that Knowlton and Miles 
had done some action; and that -- yeah. 
Q. Okay. So, you -- you became aware that there was 
some claim by Knowlton and Miles? 
A. At some point, yes. 
Q. At some point, okay. 
A. Yes. 
Q. I asked your wife yesterday whether this judgment 
has been satisfied. That's a term we use to say that 
it's been taken care of, paid in full, or at least 
satisfied to the judgment creditor's satisfaction. Do 
you know whether this judgment has been satisfied? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. From your experience in life in dealing 
with loans, credit histories, credit information, can a 
judgment on your credit history cause you to have a 
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1 lowered credit rating? 
2 A. I have not had that experience, so I do not know. 
3 Q. And I think you've already testified that you 
4 haven't actually seen your own credit history report for 
5 the last four years, so you don't know whether this 
6 judgment is showing up in it or not? 
7 A. That is correct, I do not know whether this 
8 judgment is showing up or not. 
9 Q. Okay. I think we're about done. I'm going to 
10 hand you what's marked as Deposition Exhibit No. 9. If 
11 you'll turn to Page 4 of that exhibit. 
12 A. (Witness complies.) 
13 Q. Looking at the Answer to Interrogatory No. 6 that 
14 is recited on Line 11, and your answers begin on Line 14 
15 by identifying Heather at Wells Fargo. Do you see that? 
16 A. Yes. 
17 Q. Do you know Heather's last name? 
18 A. I do not. 
19 Q. Okay. And do you know what Wells Fargo branch 
20 Heather works at? 
21 A. No, I don't. 
22 Q. Okay. The statement here is that Heather knows 
23 everything about what happened and recommended numerous 
24 times for the Nickersons to get an attorney. 
25 What can you tell me about your knowledge of what 






















































Q. All right. Did you have personal conversations 
with any of those persons that were listed? 
A. No. 
Q. Who would have had those conversations? 
A. Donna. 
Q. All right. Would you have been present for any 
of those conversations? 
A. Possibly. 
Q. Do you recall any of them? 
A. I -- no, I ... 
Q. You're shaking your head no, and I just --
A. Well, I'm -- I'm trying to -- I'm trying to 
remember. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I don't -- I don't recall any specific -- I know 
I was present on conversations, but I could not identify 
which conversation I was present. 
Q. Okay. That's fair enough. 
A. Yeah. 
Q. Also on Page 6 --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- of Exhibit 9, it identifies people at PHH and 
Coldwell Banker, which -- just for your knowledge, 
that's the same entity really. 
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A. Right. 
Q. Again, did you have any personal conversations 
with those people listed for PHH or Coldwell Banker? 
A. No. 
Q. Were you present for any of those conversations? 
A. I believe I was. 
Q. Do you recall any of those conversations? 
A. I recall the subject matter, but I don't --
cannot give you the specific conversation when that 
subject matter was discussed. 
Q. Okay. So, as you're sitting here today, you 
can't tell me specifically, look, I remember I talked to 
Bill, and here's what was said? 
A. Right. I was -- correct. 
Q. Okay. When you say you were present for the 
conversations, was -- was your presence because you were 
in the same room or next to your wife at the time these 
conversations were taking place? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was she using a speaker phone? 
A. Yes. 
Q. So, you could hear what was being said over the 
speaker phone? 
A. Correct. 




















































that had a speaker system with it? 
A. I don't -- don't know which. I couldn't tell you 
which conversations were on which type of phone. 
Q. Okay. All right. Was anyone else present during 
those conversations besides your wife? 
A. I believe our children. 
Q. Okay. Did you have any of these conversations, 
for example, while you were with someone at Wells Fargo, 
for example? 
A. I did not. 
Q. Okay. Okay. And if you'd look at Page 7 of 
Exhibit 9, looking at the bottom, beginning at Line 20 
of Interrogatory No. 7, that is asking for each payment. 
And your answer states that, Nickersons are in the 
process of looking for proof of all the payments that 
they have made. 
Can you tell me what process you and your wife 
have gone through to look for those payments? 
A. We have -- have looked at check registers. We 
have attempted to identify any cash receipts that we may 
have on hand. Again, at this time, especially in 2009, 
we were living out of a car. So, locating those 
particular documents has been a challenge. 
Q. So, you've -- you've looked for those receipts, 
and you've looked at check registers? 
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A. Yes. 
Q. You haven't yet gone to the bank and asked for 
bank statements or cancelled checks? 
A. I have -- no. 
Q. Okay. If you'd look at Page 9 of Exhibit 9. 
A. (Witness complies.) 
Q. I'm looking at Interrogatory No. 16, which is on 
Line 16, asking you to set forth in detail the amount of 
damages you claim and the reasons for such damages. And 
your answer is, the Nickersons are in the process of 
putting their damages together. 
Did I read that correctly? 
A. Yes. 
Q. The second sentence says, said damages are 
continuously increasing significantly. 
Did I read that correctly? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And what process have you and your wife been 
going through to identify the damages you claim you've 
incurred? 
A. Just going -- going over the -- you know, the 
missed employment opportunities, the fact that the 
monies that could have been saved should we had been 
permitted to refinance but, because of your actions, 
have not been allowed to refinance; going through, you 





















































know, the -- everything that -- you know, that, because 
of the poor credit, it affects just about every area of 
your life, the aspects that now credit limits have been 
reduced or credit cards cancelled because of, you 
know -- because of the foreclosure status put on our 
account. At least that's what we're told by the credit 
agencies, credit providers. There's -- yeah, just 
trying to go -- you know, it touches every area of your 
life. So, I mean, there's ... 
Q. So, in this process, have you been able to write 
down or list all of those various items and identify the 
actual damages? 
A. It's my understanding that we have come up with a 
preliminary list. I don't know what all is on that 
list. 
Q. That same answer says that, in Line 19, this 
answer will be supplemented, which means you'll provide 
us with the information as you gain it. 
Do you have now the process complete where you 
have identified your damages and each of those items 
that you've just explained here this morning and how 
much you have lost or claim to have lost? Have you 
completed that process? 
A. I don't -- I can't say. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. 
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A. I don't know where it stands. It's something 
that, you know, we have to get legal counsel on. I 
don't know where we are in that process. 
Q. Okay. If you'd turn to Page 10 of Exhibit 9. 
A. {Witness complies.) 
Q. I'm looking at Interrogatory No. 18 on Line 3. 
It asks you to detail the business opportunities that 
were lost. Now, your answer is, the Nickersons are in 
the process of putting their damages together. 
Did I read that correctly? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Now, this relates to business 
opportunities lost. Have -- can you explain to me the 
process you and your wife have gone through to identify 
what business opportunities have been lost and what the 
damages are that you are claiming? 
A. Old notes. I don't know. It's primarily Donna 
that has worked on that. So ... 
Q. As you sit here this morning, Nick, do you have 
any knowledge yourself as to what those are that you've 
identified? 
A. Well, I know that we've discussed some as far as 
we've lost contract opportunities. The other business 
opportunities would be a question for Donna. 




















































provide some information to Donna about that because 
you're the one providing the business opportunities; is 
that correct? 
A. I -- no. I mean, as far as my employment and 
being employed as a consultant, yes. But other business 
opportunities that she has worked on, I -- I can't speak 
to the details of. 
Q. Oh, okay. All right. Well, maybe there was a 
presumption here on my part that was incorrect. Are you 
telling me that Donna, herself, had other business 
opportunities that were lost because of a credit rating 
issue? 
MRS. NICKERSON: It's ongoing. 
THE DEPONENT: You'd have to ask her. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. From your knowledge, were there some business 
opportunities she was doing? 
A. To my knowledge, she has done other business 
opportunities. 
Q. Okay. To your knowledge --
A. I don't know. Like I had said, I don't know. 
Q. All right. To your knowledge, Donna's business 
opportunities, were any of them withdrawn or denied 
because of a credit rating issue? 
MRS. NICKERSON: (Indicating). 
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THE DEPONENT: It is my understanding that 
credit had an effect on her business opportunities, yes. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. And do you know what -- what would be the nature 
of Donna's business opportunities? What are we talking 
about? 
A. I'm not -- like I say, I don't know exactly which 
ones she would be referring to. 
Q. I don't either. That's why I'm asking. 
A. Right. 
Q. Yesterday, in Donna's testimony, when we talked 
about this same issue, she identified consulting work 
that was coming your direction. 
A. Right. 
Q. But I didn't hear her testify as to anything she 
was doing as far as business opportunities. And so, 
when you mention there may be something for her, I need 
to understand from you what -- was there something that 
she was going to enjoy as a business opportunity that 
she forgot about yesterday, or do you know? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Just to make sure we're clear, Nick, outside of 
the consulting work that you've identified for the 
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1 A. No. 1 Q. So, you spoke to Dominic at Coldwell Banker on 
2 Q. Did he indicate that PHH would be willing to 2 March 11th? 
3 allow you to catch up or make payments? 3 A. According to this, it says, Dominic, PHH, 
4 A. I just know that he wouldn't take a payment at 4 March 11, 2010, on Page 9 -- no, Page 6. 
5 that time. 5 Q. Okay. I see two Dominics here. 
6 Q. How about your conversation with Dominic? What 6 A. It's the same gentleman, as far as I understand. 
7 do you remember about that conversation? 7 Q. Oh, it's the same person? It's just listed 
8 A. Dominic was -- he worked with us originally to 8 twice? 
9 provide the loans. We were just telling him the story, 9 A. Right. 
10 telling him what was going on. We were trying to work 10 Q. But you've had multiple conversations with 
11 with PHH, was there anyone that he knew of that we could 11 Dominic? 
12 contact to resolve the situation? 12 A. That is my understanding. 
13 Q. And what was his response? 13 Q. You don't remember anything additional, other 
14 A. I don't -- I don't remember. 14 than what you've already testified? 
15 Q. Did you ever have any conversations with the 15 A. No. 
16 individuals identified on Page 7 in that Answer to 16 Q. Going back to Page 7, what do you remember 
17 Interrogatory No. 67 17 discussing with Bradon Howell? 
18 A. Pete Elliott. 18 A. If I recall correctly -- I mean, we have it -- we 
19 Q. Any others? 19 have it listed out here, so I'd have to go through and 
20 A. No. 20 read what we've already provided. 
21 Q. And when did you -- 21 Q. Well, I don't want you to read --
22 A. I -- Bradon Howell. I do remember a conversation '22 A. If there was anything additional --
23 with Bradon Howell. 23 Q. Yeah, I don't want you to read this into the 
24 Q. Okay. Let's talk about your conversation with 24 record. We already have that. You can certainly read 
25 Pete Elliott. What do you remember about that? 25 this to refresh your recollection. 
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1 A. We -- we were just explaining to him the 1 A. Okay. 
2 situation. You know, the same thing. PHH had not 2 Q. And if you have anything to add to that, I'd like 
3 provided any remedy for us to try to remedy the 3 to know it. 
4 situation. And so, we were working with Pete Elliott as 4 A. (Witness complies.) I don't know that I have 
5 our -- you know, as the PMI provider, to try to come up 5 anything substantive to add. 
6 with a resolution. 6 Q. Okay. You've testified, and your wife testified 
7 It was our understanding that our communication 7 yesterday, that some of your payments to Chase were made 
8 with PHH would help resolve the situation. And so, we 8 in cash; is that correct? 
9 just talked to him about what could we do, what needed 9 A. Yes. 
10 to be done, you know. I mean, that's pretty much the 10 Q. Do you know how many payments were made in cash? 
11 extent of it. 11 A. I do not know. 
12 Q. Do you remember his response to you? 12 Q. Did you ever make payments in cash without your 
13 A. I don't -- I don't remember all of it. 13 wife present? 
14 Q. Do you remember the timeframe when you spoke to 14 A. No. 
15 Mr. Elliott? 15 Q. Was it usually your wife who made the payments 
16 A. I -- no, I don't remember. 16 then? 
17 Q. How about the time when you spoke to Michael at 17 A. Yes. 
18 PHH? Do you remember that time, approximately? 18 Q. I said usually. Let's tighten that up a little 
19 A. Michael at PHH, which is on the other page, I 19 bit. Did your wife always make the payments in cash? 
20 believe has the date and the time written in there. 20 Was your wife the person -- when a cash payment was 
21 Q. Oh, there we go. Thank you. How about Dominic? 21 made, was it your wife who made that cash payment? 
22 A. Dominic would have been -- you know, in here we 22 A. Yes. 
23 have identified as March 11. On other 23 Q. Thanks. How about checks? Did you ever write 
24 conversations with him, I don't know that we have it 24 checks to Chase, or was it your wife who made the checks 
25 listed in here, so I wouldn't know. 25 to Chase? 





















































A. I don't know. 
Q. Do you ever remember writing a check to Chase? 
A. I do not remember. 
Q. Did you ever write a letter to Chase, anything in 
writing from you to Chase? 
A. I -- I don't know. 
Q. Did you ever draft an e-mail to Chase or try to 
contact Chase in writing? 
A. I did not e-mail Chase, no. 
Q. Other than the second mortgage to Wells Fargo, 
have you, in the last four years, applied for credit, 
but been declined for credit? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And when was that? 
A. Actually, technically, no. Technically, it would 
be no, I did not. 
Q. What do you mean by "technically"? 
A. Well, technically, I did not apply, but I was 
denied. 
Q. Could you explain that to me? Who was it that 
denied an extension of credit to you? 
A. Wells Fargo. 
Q. Anyone else? 
A. I don't recall. 
Q. And what was this for? 
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A. When we talked to them about refinance. 
Q. Was it just for the refinancing of the second 
loan, or did you ask for an additional loan or a 
separate loan and you were declined? 
A. We've -- we asked for additional -- we had asked 
for a loan to take over the first. 
Q. They declined that? 
A. They declined. 
Q. And did they cite to your credit as a reason? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was that the only reason? 
A. That was my understanding. 
Q. Did they tell you anything in particular about 
your credit score? 
A. Not me personally. 
Q. Did they tell you that your credit history with 
Chase and/or PHH was the only reason your credit score 
was low? 
A. I don't -- I don't know. 
Q. Could there have been other reasons for the 
reduction in your credit score? 
A. I'm not aware of any. 
Q. On Page 9 of your interrogatories, No. 17 asks 
you to set forth in detail the names of any and all 
Chase employees who were rude, offensive and/or 
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1 threatening. Your answer does not list any names. 
2 Do you recall any of the names of Chase employees 
3 that may have been rude or offensive or threatening? 
4 A. My understanding, it could have been any one of 
5 the names we've already provided. 
6 Q. But you don't remember specifically anyone at 
7 Chase on the list who was rude or offensive or 
8 threatening, correct? 
9 A. I don't know the answer to that question. 
10 Q. Is it because you don't recall the names of 
11 anyone who was rude or offensive, or you just don't 
12 know? 
13 A. I just don't know. 
14 Q. I asked these questions of your wife yesterday. 
15 I'd just like to confirm with you. Do you have any car 
16 loans currently? 
17 A. No. 
18 Q. Do you have any credit card debt? 
19 A. Yes. 
20 Q. And who do you owe that credit card debt to? 
21 A. I don't want to answer that question. 
22 Q. How much do you owe in credit card debt? 
23 A. I don't want to answer that question. 
24 Q. Are you current in your credit card payments to 
25 your -- relating to your credit card debt? 
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1 A. As a result of this ongoing litigation, no. 
2 Q. And when did you first start missing payments on 
3 your credit card debt? 
4 A. I don't want to answer that question. I will --
5 no, I'll rephrase that. Not during 2009. 
6 Q. Meaning that you were current on your credit card 
7 obligation during the entire year of 2009? 
8 A. That is correct. 
9 Q. How about 2008? 
10 A. Yes. 
11 Q. Also current? 
12 A. Current, yes. 
13 Q. And then in 2010, you were no longer current on 
14 your credit card debt? 
15 A. 2010, I was current. 
16 Q. The entire year? 
17 A. The entire year. 
18 Q. And is this just one credit card or multiple 
19 credit cards? 
20 A. I have more than one credit card. 
21 Q. How many? 
22 A. I'm not going to answer that. 
23 Q. Is your testimony the same for both -- for all of 
24 your credit cards? You were current on all of your 
25 credit cards in 2008, 2009 and 2010? 
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1 income and expenses in paper form? 
2 A. No. 
3 Q. How about in 2008? 
4 A. No. 
5 Q. 2009? 
6 A. No. 
7 Q. So, other than your tax returns, you don't have 
8 any records of your financial history; is that correct? 
9 A. Notes, receipts, bank records. 
10 Q. So, you could, perhaps, recreate your total 
11 receipts for a year, but you do also have tax returns 
12 that show -- that accurately show that; is that correct? 
13 A. I believe so. 
14 Q. Do you bank with any other banks besides Wells 
15 Fargo? 
16 A. I'm not going to answer that. 
17 Q. How many accounts do you have with Wells Fargo? 
18 A. I have -- I don't really see the importance of 
19 that, but I mean, we have -- we've already talked about 
20 the second note. We've talked about a checking account. 
21 Q. You also mentioned transfers. Jody would make 
22 transfers for you. So, I'm assuming you have other 
23 accounts at Wells Fargo; is that correct? 
24 A. That are related to the loans that we have with 



























Q. Okay. So, how -- what other accounts do you have 
with Wells Fargo? You have a loan account, checking 
account. Do you have a savings account with Wells 
Fargo? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Any other accounts with Wells Fargo? 
A. Not that I'm aware of. 
Q. And just so I make the record clear, you do have 
other accounts with other banks, but you're not willing 
to discuss those; is that correct? 
A. That's correct. 
Q. We've talked about credit card loans, credit card 
debt and your second mortgage and the obligation 
that you -- that's at issue here with PHH. Do you have 
any other debts outstanding? 
A. I will not answer that. 
Q. Mr. Nickerson, do you ever recall signing a 
forbearance agreement with Chase? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you ever sign or agree to a loan modification 
with Chase? 
A. No. 
MR. STENQUIST: I'd like to reserve further 
questioning of this witness and keep the deposition 
open; but based on the responses today, I see no point 
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1 in asking further questions at this time. 
2 MR. MANWARING: I just have a few. 
3 THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
4 EXAMINATION 
5 BY MR. MANWARING: 
6 Q. Do you keep a check register for your checking 
7 account with Wells Fargo? 
8 A. No. 
9 Q. So, you don't keep track of deposits or checks or 
10 electronic funds transfers? 
11 A. Not on a check register, no. 
12 Q. Where do you keep track of those items at? 
13 A. It would just be receipts. 
14 Q. Did you keep a check register in 2008? 
15 A. No. 
16 Q. Did you keep one in 2009? 
17 A. No. 
18 Q. And did you keep one in 2010? 
19 A. No. 
20 Q. So, for all three of those years, the way you 
21 would track deposits and debits to your checking account 
22 would just be receipts? 
23 A. Yes. 
24 Q. Okay. And do you still have copies of those 
25 receipts for those three years? 
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1 A. I would assume so. 
2 Q. Okay. And you mentioned about the application 
3 that was technically not an application for a loan with 
4 Wells Fargo. Do you remember that --
5 A. Yes. 
6 Q. -- line of questioning? Did you make a written 
7 application for a refinancing? 
8 A. No. 
9 Q. What did you do as far as asking Wells Fargo 
10 about refinancing? 
11 A. Just asked them, what can we do here? Can we 
12 refinance? Can we -- can you help take us over? You 
13 know, we're in good standing with you guys. We have 
14 good credit with you guys. Is there something we can 
15 do? 
16 Q. Who did you talk to? 
17 A. We talked to Jody. We talked to Theresa. 
18 Q. Okay. And did Wells Fargo send you a denial 
19 letter that said we cannot approve a loan because of the 
20 following reasons? 
21 A. I don't know. 
22 Q. But you didn't make any written application to 
23 Wells Fargo? 
24 A. No. 
25 Q. Wells Fargo didn't ask you for a current copy of 
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1 tax returns, for example? 1 
2 A. No. 2 
3 Q. Or W-2 statements? 3 
4 A. No. 4 
5 Q. Or any evidence of income? 5 
6 A. No. 6 
7 Q. Okay. Nick, you've got Deposition Exhibit No. 7, 7 
8 which is your answer to PHH's Complaint to Foreclose and 8 
9 is your counterclaim against PHH and a claim we call a 9 
10 third-party claim, and that's Chase. 10 
11 A. Okay. 11 
12 Q. That's just to lay a little foundation so you and 12 
13 I are thinking the same thing. 13 
14 A. Right. 14 
15 Q. Okay. Now, here in -- within the next couple of 15 
16 weeks, and certainly on the trial that's scheduled for 16 
17 December 3rd -- 17 
18 A. Right. 18 
19 Q. -- PHH is going to present evidence to the judge 19 
20 that says, here's a promissory note -- 20 
21 MR. MITCHELL: I want to take a break and 21 
22 talk to my clients for a second. 22 
23 MR. MANWARING: Okay. 23 
24 MR. MITCHELL: Is that okay? Because this 24 




MR. MANWARING: Well, not yet, but it will 1 
2 
3 MR. MITCHELL: All right. 3 
4 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 4 
5 9:59 a.m. to 10:06 a.m.) 5 
6 MR. MANWARING: Back on the record. 6 
7 BY MR. MANWARING: 7 
8 Q. Nick, I was just laying a little bit of 8 
9 foundation before some questions were being thrust at 9 
10 you here. That is that, again, within a couple of 10 
11 weeks, and certainly by -- on the day of trial in 11 
12 December, PHH will present evidence to the judge in this 12 
13 case that will show there was a promissory note that you 13 
14 and your wife signed agreeing to pay $285,000; that it 14 
15 was secured by a deed of trust. That property that was 15 
16 subject to the deed of trust is your property in 16 
17 Clearwater County. 17 
18 And we're going to show evidence that you've 18 
19 already seen that indicates you were in default in 19 
20 making payments on that note as of January 2010. Once 20 
21 we present that evidence to the judge, what evidence do 21 
22 you and your wife have, outside your personal testimony, 22 
23 that demonstrates your payments were not in default? 23 
24 A. I don't know the answer to that question. 24 
25 Q. That's why I asked. 25 
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A. That's what my legal counsel is for. 
Q. You will have an obligation at that point in time 
to present evidence. Now, we have gone through great 
expense and effort, both PHH and Chase, to have 
attorneys come from Idaho Falls to Lewiston to take 
depositions. We've made demands for documentation that 
would support your claims that you're not in default. 
Not received any of those documents. 
So, what you're telling me is, you don't know 
what you'd be able to show the judge in response to 
PHH's showing of evidence that we have a deed, note, 
property and default. Is that fair? 
A. Your demands for documentation -- well, let's not 
even go there. Sorry. Strike that. We feel that the 
evidence that we will provide at trial will be more than 
convincing to the judge and jury that we were not in 
default. 
Q. I understand you may feel that way, but you have 
to understand -- and I'm sure your good counsel here 
is -- good attorney, has given you plenty of direction. 
That's not my job here to be his second role for you. 
But I'm sure he's already told you you have a burden to 
prove. And you can't just wait until trial to say, 
well, here's my evidence. You have to show us that 
before trial. Here you have to show us that. If you 
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haven't shown it to us, it doesn't come in. 
So, I'm asking you today while we're here 
together, you and your wife with your counsel. We are 
going to present evidence that shows that you have 
signed a note, a deed of trust. That deed of trust 
applies to your real property in Clearwater County; and 
that our evidence shows you were in default of payment 
of that note, and that allows us to foreclose your 
property. 
I asked you what evidence, besides your own 
testimony, you're going to use to prove otherwise, and 
you said you don't know. I'm just asking, again, while 
we're here together, is there some evidence that you're 
aware of outside your own personal testimony --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- that you're going to present to disprove PH H's 
position? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What is that evidence? 
A. When you provide it to me, I will reveal that. 
Part of that evidence is part of the discovery process. 
MR. MITCHELL: Okay. 
THE DEPONENT: They have not answered the 
discovery. 
MR. MITCHELL: Right now --






THE DEPONENT: I want to get it on record --
MR. MITCHELL: No. 




4 their discovery. 4 
5 MR. MITCHELL: Okay. Stop. Let's go 5 
6 outside. Listen to me. 6 
7 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 7 
8 10:11 a.m. to 10:15 a.m.) 8 
9 MR. MANWARING: Okay. Back on the record. 9 
10 BY MR. MANWARING: 10 
11 Q. I think we were at the question of, what evidence 11 
12 were you going to be able to show to the judge in 12 
13 response to motions or trial that would disprove PHH's 13 
14 position? And you said you knew of some evidence, and I 14 
15 said, what was that evidence? 15 
16 A. This -- I'm trying to remember what my counsel 16 
17 told me. 17 
18 Q. That's probably good advice to follow. 18 
19 A. That this -- this -- we've presented what we've 19 
20 presented, and continuing on this line of questioning is 20 
21 harassing and annoying and intimidating, whatever, those 21 
22 legal terms. So, I don't feel like -- I feel like I've 22 
23 answered your question. 23 
24 Q. Okay. The only answer I feel like you gave is 24 
25 that you don't know what evidence you'd present. Is 25 
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1 that fair? 
2 A. Outside the scope of what we've already -- the 
3 evidence that we've already presented, I don't know what 
4 else is available at this time. 
5 Q. I think that takes care of my question. 
6 A. All right. 
7 MR. MANWARING: I don't have anything else. 
8 MR. MITCHELL: Okay. Hey, let's take one 
9 more break --
10 MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
11 MR. MITCHELL: -- just so I can talk about 
12 some follow-up stuff, and we'll be back. 
13 MR. MANWARING: Very good. 
14 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
15 10:17 a.m. to 10: 19 a.m.) 
16 MR. MANWARING: We're back on the record. 
17 The witnesses are not present with us. Their attorney 
18 is. Mr. Mitchell is here with Mr. Stenquist and myself. 
19 Mr. Mitchell's indicated he does not intend to ask his 
20 clients any questions on this deposition. 
21 For purposes of making clear the record, we 
22 are keeping this deposition open for the ability to come 
23 back and ask further questions as we've reserved 
24 throughout this deposition. So, for that purpose, this 
25 deposition is not closed, but it is adjourned for now. 
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(Whereupon, the deposition was adjourned at 
10:20 a.m. subject to being resumed at a later date and 
time, if necessary; signature secured.) 
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Case No. CV 2011-28 
ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR 
ADMISSIONS, INTERROGATORIES, 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
TO DEFENDANTS NICKERSONS 
20 
21 
* * * * * * * * * * 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
1. These responses are made solely for purposes of this action. Any document produced by 
2 2 Defendants in response to the Requests is subject to all objections as to competence, relevance, 
2 3 materiality, propriety, and admissibility, as well as to any other objections on any grounds that would 
2 4 require the exclusion of the document or any portion thereof if such document was offered in 
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1 evidence, all of which objections and grounds are hereby expressly reserved and may be interposed 
2 at the time of any deposition or at or before any hearing or trial in this matter. 
3 
2. No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that 
Defendants agree to produce documents in response to particular requests or furnish information in 4 
response to an interrogatory is not intended and should not be construed as an admission that 
5 
Defendants accept or admit the existence of any facts set forth or assumed by such requests or 
6 
interrogatories, or any of such documents, or that any of such documents or information constitutes 
7 admissible evidence. The fact that Defendants agree to produce in response to a particular request 
8 or furnish information in response to a particular request or interrogatory is not intended and should 
9 no be construed as a waiver by Defendants of any part of any objection to such request or 
10 interrogatory or any general objection made herein. 
11 
3. Defendants have not completed their investigation of this action, have not completed their 
discovery, and may discover additional documents or information responsive to the requests in the 12 
future. Some of the documents that are sought by the request are not routinely compiled by 
13 
Defendants and are not readily accessible to any agent or employee of Defendants. These responses 
14 are based on Defendants' knowledge, information, and belief at this time, and are based on 
15 Defendants' diligent search of those records that they have located and that they reasonably believe 
16 might contain the documents demanded. Therefore, these responses and the documents and other 
1 7 information that may be produced in connection with the requests are without prejudice to the rights 
18 of the Defendants to supplement these responses or to use any later discovered documents or 
information for any purpose in connection with this suit. 19 






REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.1: Admit that real prope11y described in Paragraph 7 of 
he Complaint is currently vested in your names pursuant to a Deed of Trust. 
RESPONSE: 
Deny. 
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1 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.2: Admit that you entered into a Promissory Note in the 









REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.3: Admit that pursuant to the Promissory Note dated 
October 4, 2002 interest is accruing on unpaid balance at the rate of 6.28% per annum. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit. 
REQUEST FORADMISSIONN0.4: Admit that you granted a Deed of Trust, dated October 
9 4, 2002 and recorded that date as Instrument No. 190566 with the Clearwater Recorder's Office to 







REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.5: Admit that on or about March 5, 2007 you granted a 
Deed of Trust recorded with the Clearwater Recorder's Office as Instrument No. 205117 to Wells 
Fargo Financial National Bank in the amount of $396,000.00 as a second mortgage on the real 






REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.6: Admit that on or about January 12, 2010 a judgment 
19 
was entered against you for Knowlton & Miles, PLLC in the amount of $14,534.23. 
Such Judgment was recorded as Instrument No. 213383 with the Clearwater Recorder's Office. 20 
RESPONSE: 
21 
Admit but denies the legality of judgment as it was obtained without proper process and 
22 service and there is no basis for the underlying amount. 
23 REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.7: Admit that last payment made pursuant to the 
2 4 Promissory Note dated October 4, 2002 was made on or about August 1, 2009. 
2 5 ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS 
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REQUESTFORADMISSIONN0.8: Admit that you have failed to make monthly payments 






7 INTERROGATORY NO.I: If you deny any of the Requests for Admission, state separately 




RFA 1: The vesting of the real property described in Paragraph 7 in Defendants' name 
11 
is not pursuant to a Deed of Trnst. The vesting of the real property described in Paragraph 7 in 




RFA4: Deny to the extent that Idaho law does not allow Deeds of Trnst on the real 
property described in Paragraph 7 because said property exceeds 50 acres and is agricultural. 
RFAS: Deny to the extent that Defendants believes it was a mortgage and not a Deed 
15 of Trnst and Defendants are not certain that it was recorded and if recorded what the instrument 
16 number is. 
17 RFA6: Admit but denies the legality of judgment as it was obtained without proper 
18 process and service and there is no basis for the underlying amount. 
19 
RFA7: In August of 2009, the beneficiary of the Note and Mortgage executed by the 
Defendants was J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A. (hereafter "Chase)pursuant to an assignment from 20 
Coldwell Bank Mortgage (hereafter "Coldwell") on or about December 20, 2007. When Coldwell 
21 
had the Note and Mortgage the Defendants never had any problems and made every payment timely. 
22 When the Note and Mo1igage was transferred to Chase the Defendants immediately began having 
2 3 ro bl ems with their acco1mt. They were never given notice of when their monthly payment was due 
2 4 until after Defendants called to inquire about where and when their payment should be sent. 
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1 Numerous problems with their account subsequently occuned. Defendants would receive notices 
2 of failure to provide insurance followed by notices that Chase had made a mistake, etc. Defendants 
3 
continued to make timely payments during this time. In September of 2009 Defendants began 
working with a Chase employee named Kim. Kim helped them get their account straightened out. 
4 
On September 2, 2009, the Defendants made a monthly payment with a confirmation number of 
5 
228484496. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named McKayla. Defendants 
6 
were not required to make a monthly payment in October of 2009 because the had previously 
7 overpaid and no principal and/or interest was owing in October of 2009. On November 12, 2009, 
8 the Defendants made a monthly payment with a confirmation number of 23436394. This payment 
9 was coordinated with a Chase employee named Gregg and confirmed by a Chase employee named 
10 Bridget. On December 11, 2009, the Defendants made a monthly payment with a confim1ation 
11 
number of 23792660. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named Izzy. On 
January 22, 2010, the Defendants made a monthly payment with a confirmation number of 
12 
24262170. This payment was coordinated with Kim. In January of2010 the Defendants were told 
13 
by Kim that their account was current and in good standing. Defendants were also told by Wells 
14 Fargo Bank, N.A. that Chase had represented in a credit report the Defendants were current and in 
15 good standings as of January of 2010. In February of 2010 the Defendants were told by Kim that 
16 the Note and Mortgage had been sold. Subsequently in February of2010 they received a letter from 
17 Coldwell telling them their account had been assigned on February 5, 2010 and also a notice of 
18 default from Coldwell and a notice of default from the Plaintiff. All three of these letters were 
written on the same day - February 12, 2010. Defendants attempted to contact Coldwell and figure 
19 
out what was going on but could never get any information. Ultimately they were told by Coldwell 
20 
to contact Plaintiffs counsel. Defendants then tried to contact Plaintiff but after months of phone 
21 
calls never got any information on their account. In April or May of2010 the Defendants received 
2 2 a coupon book with the first payment in the coupon book being due that month. Defendants 
2 3 contacted Plaintiff and asked if they should make the February, March, April, and May payment as 
2 4 well as the June payment because they had been trying to make payments on their account but could 
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1 never get any information from the Plaintiffs as to who, where, and when the payments should be 
2 sent. Plaintiffs representative at that time informed them that they should not have gotten the 
3 coupon book and not to make any payments because the payments would not be credited to their 
account and instead would be applied towards foreclosure and attorney costs and that they should 4 
contact Plaintiffs counsel. Defendant have always been ready willing and able to tender any 
5 
monthly payment owed under the Note and M01igage. Chase and the Plaintiff failed to give the 
6 
Defendants any written notice of the assignment and both failed to give them notice about any 
7 monthly payments owed by the Defendants. Since January of 2010 the Defendants have not been 
8 given the opportunity to make monthly payments on the Note and M01igage. Wells Fargo and 
9 another entity have told both Coldwell and the Plaintiff that the Defendants want to pay on the Note 












RF A 8: See above. 
INTERROGATORY N0.2: Identify all persons known to or believed by you to have 
knowledge of the facts and information relating to the issues in this action and for each person 





Various employees of Coldwell, Genworth, Wells Fargo, Chase, and PHH. 
Defendants are attempting to get first and last names and will supplement this answer 
when more information is discovered. 
INTERROGATORY N0.3: Identify all exhibits you intend to produce at trial and any 
hearing in this action. 
ANSWER: 
It has not been determined as to what exhibits the Defendants will use at the trial of this 
2 2 matter. A complete exhibit list will be determined and disclosed pursuant to court scheduling order 
2 3 and the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
24 
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1 INTERROGATORY N0.4: Identify all expert witnesses you intend to utilize at trial in 





At this point in time, Defendants do not intend to use experts. Defendants reserve the right 
to call expert witnesses and will supplement this answer if necessary. 
INTERROGATORY N0.5: Identify any and all paper and electronic correspondence, 
6 
documents or writings generated, received, transmitted, mailed, or emailed, by you and any and all 




At this point in time, Defendants are not aware of any but reserve the right to supplement this 
1 o answer if necessary. 
11 
INTERROGATORY N0.6: Identify all paper and electronic documents involving you and 





are now unavailable, and set forth the location, if any, where you believe originals or copies of such 
documents may exist and for each document state the purpose for destroying or disposing of it, and, 
if it is unavailable, the last known person having custody or control of it. 
ANSWER: 
At this point in time, Defendants are not aware of any but reserve the right to supplement this 
1 7 answer if necessary. 
18 INTERROGATORY N0.7: Provide an accounting of all payments you made or caused to 
19 
be made toward the promissory note attached to the Complaint as Exhibit C; for such accounting 
include the amount of each payment, fonn of each payment, date of each payment, and by whom the 
20 




Defendants are in the process of getting this information together and will supplement. See 
2 3 also Answer to RF A 7. 
24 
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1 INTERROGATORY NO. 8: If you intend to rely upon any admissions made by Plaintiff, then 
2 identify: 
3 
a. The person making the admission; 




c. Any document, recording, or oral communication relating to such admission; and 
d. The substance of each such admission. 
ANSWER: 
7 At this point in time, Defendants do not intend to rely on any admissions made by the 
8 Plaintiff however as discovery progresses Defendants will supplement this answer if necessary. See 
9 also answer to interrogatory no. 1. 
10 INTERROGATORY N0.9: If you intend to rely upon any declarations against interest made 
11 
by Plaintiff, then identify: 
12 
a. The person making the alleged declaration; 





c. Any document, recording, or oral communication relating to such admission; and 
d. The substance of each declaration. 
ANSWER: 
At this point in time, Defendants do not intend to rely on any declarations made by the 
1 7 Plaintiff however as discovery progresses Defendants will supplement this answer if necessary. 
18 INTERROGATORY NO. 10: State separately all facts and identify all documents supporting 




See answers above. 
21 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: If you have made any improvements to the real property 
2 2 described in the Complaint, then for each improvement state: 
23 
24 
a. The nature of the improvement; 
b. The date when the improvement was made; 
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c. The location of the improvement; and 
d. The cost of making the improvement. 
ANSWER: 
Defendants are in the process of getting this information together and will supplement. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. l: Produce a true and correct copy 
of all documents referred to in your Answer to Interrogatory No.1. 
RESPONSE: 
Defendants are attempting to locate all of the documents in their possession that relate to this 
9 matter. Attached hereto as Exhibit A are copies of all the documents they have identified in their 






REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT N0.3: Produce a true and correct copy 
of all documents referred to in your Answer to Interrogatory No.3. 
RESPONSE: 
See response to RFP No, 1. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT N0.4: Produce a true and correct copy 
16 of all documents referred to in your Answer to Interrogatory No.5. 
RESPONSE: 




REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT N0.5: Produce a true and correct copy 




See response to RFP No. 1. 
22 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT N0.6: Produce a true and correct copy 
2 3 of all documents referred to in your Answer to Interrogatory No.7. 
24 
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See response to RFP No. 1. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT N0.7: Produce a true and correct copy 




See response to RFP No. 1. 
6 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT N0.8: Produce a true and correct copy 





See response to RFP No. 1. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT N0.9: Produce a true and correct copy 
11 















See response to RFP No. 1. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 10: Produce a true and correct copy 
of all documents referred to in your Answer to Interrogatory No. 11. 
RESPONSE: 
See response to RFP No. 1. 
DATED this __ day of November, 2011. 
a .~-~..,.. L:
John C. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
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STA TE OF IDAHO 




Donna Nickerson, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
That she is the Plaintiff above named, that she has read the foregoing document, and the 
contents thereof and the facts stated therein are true to the best of her knowledge, information and 
belief. 
Donna Nickerson 
.l th SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me, this 2q clay of November, 2011. 
-------/'ell))) t:t )a /"'r • .. {·-;/t/Jd 
therein. 
Notary Public in and for the State ofldaho 
Residing at fz}lfi 12'!frtlt {le _ 
My commission expires: <)3/6&/1.1/ -=-::c,~~, -,,~--------
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
21'/d /\ f"'n 2 IHEREBYCERTIFYthatonthe · dayof l}tLc//ZY,.J-{,,1,.-. ,2011,Icaused 
3 to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and 






















Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 














Attorn~.g for Defendants Nickerson 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 












NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANK,N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru ) 
X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and 
J.P. MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., 









Case No. CV 2011-28 
NICKERSONS' ANSWERS TO 
PLAINTIFF/THIRD PARTY 
DEFENDANT'S SECOND SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS TO 
NICKERSONS 
* * * * * * * * * * 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
1. These responses are made solely for purposes of this action. Any document produced by 
Defendants in response to the Requests is subject to all objections as to competence, relevance, 
,-11111111111madllllll11111111111• 
EXHIBIT 
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materiality, propriety, and admissibility, as well as to anyMay 11, 2012 other objections on any 
grounds that would require the exclusion of the document or any portion thereof if such document 
was offered in evidence, all of which objections and grounds are hereby expressly reserved and may 
be interposed at the time of any deposition or at or before any hearing or trial in this matter. 
2. No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that 
Defendants agree to produce documents in response to particular requests or furnish information in 
response to an interrogatory is not intended and should not be construed as an admission that 
Defendants accept or admit the existence of any facts set forth or assumed by such requests or 
interrogatories, or any of such documents, or that any of such documents or information constitutes 
admissible evidence. The fact that Defendants agree to produce in response to a particular request 
or furnish information in response to a particular request or interrogatory is not intended and should 
no be construed as a waiver by Defendants of any part of any objection to such request or 
interrogatory or any general objection made herein. 
3. Defendants have not completed their investigation of this action, have not completed their 
discovery, and may discover additional documents or information responsive to the requests in the 
future. Some of the documents that are sought by the request are not routinely compiled by 
Defendants and are not readily accessible to any agent or employee of Defendants. These responses 
are based on Defendants' knowledge, information, and belief at this time, and are based on 
Defendants' diligent search of those records that they have located and that they reasonably believe 
might contain the documents demanded. Therefore, these responses and the documents and other 
information that may be produced in connection with the requests are without prejudice to the rights 
of the Defendants to supplement these responses or to use any later discovered documents or 
information for any purpose in connection with this suit. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.9: Admit that your read, understood and executed the 
Deed of Trust. 
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RESPONSE: Deny. At closing the Defendants were directed to sign just a couple 
of documents. Defendants understood that they were borrowing money and that the money would 
need to be repaid and that the property was used as security but the Defendants clearly understood 
they were getting a mortgage deed. Defendants also were not aware that they were getting a Fannie 
Mae loan, they had exposure to Fannie Mae loans previously and the closing related to this matter 
was not consistent with the closings for Fannie Mae loans. Further, it was their understanding a 
Fannie Mae loan could not exist on a parcel this size. 




REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: Admit that you received notice of the 
December 2007 transfer of the Note to JPMorgan. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit but does not remember how notice was given. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: Admit that you received a Notice of Assignment, 
Sale or Transfer of Servicing Rights from Coldwell Banker Mortgage in February 2010. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit but never received any written notice before that the note was being sold. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: Admit that you received a Notice of Intention to 
Foreclose from both Coldwell Banker Mortgage and PHH Mortgage in February 2010. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit. However, it is our understanding that PHH did not even receive the Note until June 
2010. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: Admit that the Notice oflntention to Foreclose 
contained a loan number, address for payment, specific amount required to cure default, and a date 
certain by which to pay to cure the default. 
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Admit. However, Defendants still dispute the fact that the account was in default and the 
amount asserted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: Admit that you made no payments to PHH 
Mortgage/Colwell Banker Mortgage after receipt of the Notice of Intention to Foreclose. 
RESPONSE: Deny. Nickersons tried and offered to make payments but PHH would not 
accept payments from the Nickersons. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: Admit that you received a letter from Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage in May 2010 informing you that your mortgage account had been referred to an 
attorney and referring you to contact Caldwell's Loss Mitigation Department. 
RESPONSE: 
Deny. Do not specifically remember. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: Admit that you have not received any written 
modification of the terms of the Note, other than a notice of change of payee, from either JPMorgan 
or PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: Admit that you have never received any written 
documentation excusing your payment performance required under the Note. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit but conditionally. Nickersons were told by JPMorgan employee Kim that account was 
in good standing in January of 2010. Nickersons were also previously told by JPMorgan employees 
that they did not have to make payments. Nickersons also contacted PHH and attempted to make 
payments but PHH would not accept payments from the Nickersons. 
INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Describe each breach of contract and breach of the covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing alleged in the pleadings pertaining to PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker 
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Mortgage and give the date of every act or omission that you claim in the breach of the agreement. 
ANSWER: Please see the factual allegations in these answers as well as in the Amended 
Answer, Counterclaim, and Third Party Complaint. PHH breached the contract and the covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing by mismanaging the note, failing to keep a proper accounting, failing 
to provide written statements after requests by the Nickersons, failing to allow Nickersons to pay on 
the Note, and by not giving the Nickersons notice that the note was being sold. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision of 
12 U.S.C. Section 2605 which you allege PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage violated and 
the facts that support such violation(s). 
ANSWER: PHH failed to provide written notice to the Nickersons that the note was being 
sold. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision of 
the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act ("FDCPA") which you allege PHH 
Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage violated and the facts that support such violations. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons were threatened to be thrown out of their house, thrown out on 
the streets, that a lock would be placed on their gate, that they would not be able to get any 
belongings from the property, etc. The threats were made multiple times. All conversations were 
on a speaker phone. One particularly threatening conversations occurred in March and/or 
April 2009. Nickersons also requested numerous times that PHH employees not come out to the 
property but they continue to do so taking pictures and leaving postings on an almost monthly basis 
and even after this action was commenced. Nickersons also gave PHH appropriate phone numbers 
and addresses in which they could be reached however PHH refused to use them. Nickersons also 
told PHH that they were represented by counsel and gave PHH appropriate contact information. 
PHH refused to contact Nickersons attorney about this action and instead filed notice via publication. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision 
of the federal Fair Credit Reporting Act ("FCRA") which you allege PHH Mortgage/Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage violate and the facts that support such violations. 
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ANSWER: PHH has reported to credit reporting agencies the Nickersons have failed to 
make timely payments which is contrary to the representations that the JPMorgan employees had told 
to Nicker sons about the status of their account and have refused to let Nickersons make payments. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Is the Note, as defined in the Complaint ambiguous? If so, 
identify each ambiguous provision and state with particularity why such provision(s) is ambiguous. 
ANSWER: Objection. Legal conclusion. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Identify all persons who have any knowledge of any facts 
about the subject matter of this litigation and, as to each person, provide a synopsis of their 
knowledge. 
ANSWER: 
Heather, Wells Fargo: Heather knows everything about what has happened and she 
recommended numerous times for the Nickersons to get an attorney. Heather told the Nickersons 
that Chase reported that everything was OK in January 2010. Heather is expected to testify that both 
Chase and PHH broke federal regulations by not working out a solution/resolution with the 
Nickersons. She is also expected to testify about the relationship between the Nickersons and Wells 
Fargo and the status of the Nickersons' second mortgage. 
Jody, Wells Fargo: Jody knows everything about what has happened. 
Theresa, Wells Fargo: Theresa knows everything about what has happened 
Kim, Chase: Kim knows all of the accounting issues on Chase's side. She is expected to 
testify with regards to how hard the Nickersons worked to settle this issue. Kim repeatedly told the 
Nickersons that there was a problem with their records. Kim made numerous research requests. 
Kim also made numerous document requests for the Nickersons to get receive statements, account 
histories, etc. Kim told the Nickersons that it appeared they were being billed two times monthly. 
In January 2010, Kim told the Nickersons that they were in good standing with Chase. 
Erika, Chase: On December 15, 2010, Erika told the Nickersons that they were not in 
foreclosure and that everything was OK. Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
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Ann, Chase: On May 13,2010, the Nickersons called and spoke with Ann for the first time. 
Ann already knew the Nickersons' because Kim (referenced above) told Ann the Nickerson's 
situation. Ann facilitated acquiring the Nickersons' account history. Nickersons asked that this 
conversation be recorded. 
Yara, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on January 12, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Resa, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on January 15, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Jamie, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on February 5, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Maribell, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on March 9, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Veronica, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on April 23, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Earl, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on April 30, 2009. Nickersons 
asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Michelle, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on June 1, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
McKayla, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on September 2, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Greg, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on November 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Bridget, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on November 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Izzy, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on December 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
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Thomas, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Kyle, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Shannon, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Andrei, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Linda, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Dominic, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 11, 2010. 
Richard, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 11,2010 by calling 
(888) 418-0364. 
Bill, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 22, 2010. 
Michael, Customer Service, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on 
April 23, 2010 by calling (856) 917-0050. 
Lindsey, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on May 13, 2010 by calling 
(800) 330-0423. Lindsey informed the Nickersons that all they could do to obtain an account history 
was to call Chase. 
Kelly, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on May 19, 2010. 
Dominic, Coldwell Banker: The Nickersons spoke with this Coldwell Banker employee. 
Did original loan and Nickersons discussed with him trying to straighten things out after PHH 
repurchased loan. 
Albert Emacchio, Coldwell Banker: A title company employee at closing communicated with 
this Coldwell Banker employee. 
Bradon Howell, Just Law: Mr. Howell informed the Nickersons of the default amount. The 
Nickersons' told him that they disputed that default amount. The Nickersons told Mr. Howell 
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(a) that Chase/PHH were fraudulently attempting to take their property, (b) that their last payment 
was made on January 21, 2010, and (c) that they were denied the opportunity to make any payments 
after that January date. The Nickersons also told him that they wanted to work out a resolution with 
his client and bring the account into good standing. The Nickersons clearly stated to Mr. Howell that 
they wanted to keep the property and explained that they had the financial resources to do so. The 
Nickersons expressed how damaging Mr. Howell's client's proceedings were to their credit rating 
and that it was creating extreme financial hardship for them. The Nickersons pointed out their parcel 
was a 50 acre parcel and a non-judicial foreclosure was not appropriate. Mr. Howll state he would 
speak with Jason Rammell and get back to them. Mr. Howell, spoke with Mr. Rammell and then 
informed the Nickersons that Mr. Rammell would be going forward with the non-judicial 
foreclosure. 
Jason Rammell: The Nickersons requested to speak with Mr. Rammell. Bradon Howell 
stated that he relayed the Nickerson's information to Mr. Rammell, but Mr. Rammell said they were 
hired to foreclose and were going forward with the foreclosure. 
Pete Elliot, Genworth Financial (PMl Insurance Provider): The Nickersons spoke with this 
Genworth Financial customer service employee. Aware of entire situation. 
Michael, Genworth Financial (PMI Insurance Provider): The Nickersons spoke with this 
Genworth Financial customer service employee. Aware of entire situation. 
Discovery is ongoing and this answer may be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Identify each and every payment you have made pursuant to 
the terms of the Note and set forth in detail: the date, method and payee for each payment. 
ANSWER: Nickersons are in the process of looking for proof of all of the payments that 
they have made. The payments JP Morgan claims have been made are not inclusive of all of the 
payments made. For example a payment of $4,549.04 was made in July of 2009. Some of the 
payments were made electronically, some were mailed, and some were delivered by hand to 
JPMorgan branches. Some payments were made by cash and others by check. Discovery is ongoing 
and this answer will be supplemented. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Is the Deed of Trust, as defined in the Complaint, ambiguous? 
If so, identify each ambiguous provision and state with particularity why such provision(s) is 
ambiguous. 
ANSWER: Objection. Legal conclusion. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Identify all legal claims, demands, liens, lawsuits or judgments 
against or involving you, including foreclosure or bankruptcy over the last eight (8) years. 
ANSWER: CV-2006-0000332 . Clearwater County, State ofldaho. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Identify every oral or written communication between you and 
any representative, employee or agent of PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage and the date 
of said communication. 
ANSWER: Please see the answer to Interrogatory No. 17. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Have you applied for credit over the last three (3) years, 
including to refinance the Note? If so, please list any and all applications for such credit and the 
results of such applications. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons have not been able to secure any credit during the last three 
years. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 23: Identify each person you intend to call as a witness in the trial 
of this case and provide a detailed description of their anticipated testimony. 
ANSWER: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Identify every oral or written communication between you and 
any representative, agent, employee, shareholder, director or officer of PHH Mortgage/Coldwell 
Bank Mortgage and the date of said communications. 
ANSWER: Please see the answer to Interrogatory No. 17. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Please state with particularity each and every promise and/or 
representation made by any defendant to you supporting your allegation that the Note was current. 
Specifically identify: 
(a) The details of the alleged promise or representation; 
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(b) The individual and entity making the promise or representation; and 
( c) The date and time, as accurately as possible, that the alleged promise or representation 
was made. 
ANSWER: On January 21, 2010, Kim with Chase, told the Nickersons that their account 
was in good standing with Chase. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 26: During the term of the Note, was there ever a month in which 
you did not tender a payment to anyone to apply against the Note, including PHH Mortgage and/or 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage? If so, please identify each month and year and reasons for which you 
failed to tender said payment(s). 
ANSWER: There was never a time the Nickersons did NOT tender a payment. The 
only time payment was not made was when a Chase or PHH employee refused the tendered payment. 
The payment issues have already been stated. Since 2010 the Nickersons did not tender a payment 
to PHH because PHH would not accept payments from the Nickersons. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Please set forth in detail the amount of damage you claim for 
each claim for relief outlined in the Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint and the reasons for such 
amount of damage. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons are in the process of putting their damages together. Said 
damages are continuously increasing significantly. This answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 28: Please set forth in detail the business opportunities, including 
the contact information of each business involved, that were lost as a result of your allegation in 
Paragraph 36 of the Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint that your credit rating was destroyed. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons are in the process of putting their damages together. Said 
damages are continuously increasing significantly. This answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 29: Regarding your allegations contained in Paragraph 38 of the 
Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint, please set forth in detail the amount you were able to "pay and 
resolve this" as outlined in said paragraph. 
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ANSWER: The Nickersons were told that in January of 2010 that they were in good 
standing however were not allowed as set forth above to tender any more payments after that time. 
When this offer was made the Nickersons were wanting to pay the monthly payments owing that 
they tried but were not permitted to make in 2010. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 30: Are you an owner, member, manager or shareholder in any 
business enterprise that suffered damages as a result of the allegations contained in the 
Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint? If so, please set forth in detail the business name and your role 
in said business. 
ANSWER: No. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 31: To the extent any of your responses to the Requests for 
Admissions, above, are anything but an unequivocal admission, please explain why such Answer 
was not admitted. 
ANSWER: See Answers to Admissions. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 11: Please produce all documents, 
agreements, marketing materials, correspondence, notes from meetings with any parties named in 
this matter or third parties knowledgeable in this matter that relate to each and every allegation 
contained in the Complaint and Counterclaim or relate to the subject of this litigation. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. Nickersons have most of the documents in storage and 
will supplement this answer when able. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 12: Produce each and every 
document referred to in your Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint, in your answers to any of the 
Interrogatories or Admissions or referred to in denying any of the Requests for Admissions. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 13: Produce legible copies of all 
exhibits you intend to introduce at trial. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 14: Produce all materials which 
form a basis, either in whole or in part, for the opinions of any expert who is expected to be called 
as a witness, including material prepared by any other expert who will not be called to testify. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 15: Produce all documents and 
communications relating in any way to the Note, Deed of Trust and the land and the building(s) that 
are the subject of the Note and Deed of Trust. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 16: Produce a full and complete 
current credit report from a nationally recognized credit reporting agency, such as TransUnion, 
Experian or Equifax. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 17: Produce any and all credit 
reports in your possession from the last eight (8) years. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 18: Produce any and all documents 
or records in your possession relating to any attempt to obtain financing, including a refinance of the 
Note. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 19: Please produce your Federal 
and Idaho State tax returns filed for the last four ( 4) years, including your return for 2011. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 20: Please produce your banking 
records for the previous four (4) years. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 21: Please produce any and all 
documents relating to the lost business opportunities outlined in Paragraph 36 and elsewhere in your 
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Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 22: Please produce any and all 
evidence of your payments on the Note. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 23: Please produce any and all 
documents you received from PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 24: Please produce any and all 
documents you received from JPMorgan. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 25: Please produce any and all 
documents you sent to either PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage or JPMorgan. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 26: Please produce any and all 
annual financial records, including a balance sheet, income statement ( or similar document) and a 
schedule of assets, for any business enterprise you own or for which you are a shareholder, member 
or manager. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 27: If your Answer to Interrogatory 
No. 30 was yes, please produce any and all documents evidencing such damage. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 28: Produce monthly bank 
statements, check registers and copies of all checks drawn on your bank account( s) from December 
2007 to the present. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
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DATED this L day of June, 2012. 
itchell, a memb r of the firm 
ey for Defendants Nickerson 
STATE OF IDAHO 




Donna Nickerson, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
That she is the Plaintiff above named, that she has read the foregoing document, and the 




WORN to before me, this Je:._ day of.M:!y, 2012. 
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I ---/11 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the (/ day of June, 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
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1. These responses are made solely for purposes of this action. Any document produced by 
Defendants in response to the Requests is subject to all objections as to competence, relevance, 
materiality, propriety, and admissibility, as well as to any other objections on any grounds that would 
require the exclusion of the document or any portion thereof if such document was offered in 
evidence, all of which objections and grounds are hereby expressly reserved and may be interposed 
at the time of any deposition or at or before any hearing or trial in this matter. 
2. No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that 
Defendants agree to produce documents in response to particular requests or furnish information in 
response to an interrogatory is not intended and should not be construed as an admission that 
Defendants accept or admit the existence of any facts set forth or assumed by such requests or 
interrogatories, or any of such documents, or that any of such documents or information constitutes 
admissible evidence. The fact that Defendants agree to produce in response to a particular request 
or furnish information in response to a particular request or interrogatory is not intended and should 
no be construed as a waiver by Defendants of any part of any objection to such request or 
interrogatory or any general objection made herein. 
3. Defendants have not completed their investigation of this action, have not completed their 
discovery, and may discover additional documents or information responsive to the requests in the 
future. Some of the documents that are sought by the request are not routinely compiled by 
Defendants and are not readily accessible to any agent or employee of Defendants. These responses 
are based on Defendants' knowledge, information, and belief at this time, and are based on 
Defendants' diligent search of those records that they have located and that they reasonably believe 
might contain the documents demanded. Therefore, these responses and the documents and other 
information that may be produced in connection with the requests are without prejudice to the rights 
of the Defendants to supplement these responses or to use any later discovered documents or 
information for any purpose in connection with this suit. 
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INTERROGATORY NO .1: Describe each breach of contract and breach of the covenant of 
good faith and fair dealing alleged in the pleadings and give the date of every act or omission that 
you claim in the breach of the agreement. 
ANSWER: 
Please see the factual allegations in these answers as well as in the Amended Answer, 
Counterclaim, and Third Party Complaint. JPMorgan breached the contract and the covenant of 
good faith and fair dealing by mismanaging the note, failing to keep a proper accounting, failing to 
provide written statements after requests by the Nickersons, failing to allow Nickersons to pay on 
the Nate, threatening the Nickersons, and by not giving the Nickersons notice that the note was being 
sold. 
INTERROGATORY N0.2: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision of 
12 U.S.C. Section 2605 which you allege JPMorgan violated and the facts that support such 
violation(s). 
ANSWER: 
JPMorgan failed to provide written notice to the Nickersons that the note was being sold to 
PHH. Nickersons were told orally by a JPMorgan employee that the note had been sold in February 
of 2010 however PHH alleges that the note was assigned from JPMorgan in June of 2010. 
INTERROGATORY N0.3: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision of 
the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act ("FDCP A") which you allege JPMorgan violated and 
the facts that support such violations. 
ANSWER: 
The Nickersons were threatened to be thrown out of their house, thrown out on the streets, 
that a lock would be placed on their gate, that they would not be able to get any belongings from the 
property, etc. The threats were made multiple times. All conversations were on a speaker phone. 
One particularly threatening conversations occurred in March and/or April 2009. 
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INTERROGATORY N0.4: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision of 
the Federal Fair Credit Reporting Act ("FCRA") which you allege JPMorgan violated and the facts 
that support such violations. 
ANSWER: 
JPMorgan has reported to credit reporting agencies the Nickersons have failed to make timely 
payments which is contrary to the representations that the JPMorgan employees had told to 
Nickersons about the status of their account. 
INTERROGATORY N0.5: Is the Note, as defined in the Complaint, ambiguous? If so, 
identify each ambiguous provision and state with particularity why such provision(s) is ambiguous. 
ANSWER: 
Objection. Legal conclusion. 
INTERROGATORY NO .6: Identify all persons who have any knowledge of any facts about 
the subject matter of this litigation and, as to each person, provide a synopsis of their knowledge. 
ANSWER: 
Heather, Wells Fargo: Heather knows everything about what has happened and she 
recommended numerous times for the Nickersons to get an attorney. Heather told the Nickersons 
that Chase reported that everything was OK in J anµary 2010. Heather is expected to testify that both 
Chase and PHH broke federal regulations by not working out a solution/resolution with the 
Nickersons. She is also expected to testify about the relationship between the Nickersons and Wells 
Fargo and the status of the Nickersons' second mortgage. 
Jody, Wells Fargo: Jody knows everything about what has happened. 
Theresa, Wells Fargo: Theresa knows everything about what has happened 
Kim, Chase: Kim knows all of the accounting issues on Chase's side. She is expected to 
testify with regards to how hard the Nickersons worked to settle this issue. Kim repeatedly told the 
Nickersons that there was a problem with their records. Kim made numerous research requests. 
Kim also made numerous document requests for the Nickersons to get receive statements, account 
histories, etc. Kim told the Nickersons that it appeared they were being billed two times monthly. 
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In January 2010, Kim told the Nickersons that they were in good standing with Chase. 
Erika, Chase: On December 15, 2010, Erika told the Nickersons that they were not in 
foreclosure and that everything was OK. Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Ann, Chase: On May 13,2010, the Nickersons called and spoke with Ann for the first time. 
Ann already knew the Nickersons' because Kim (referenced above) told Ann the Nickerson's 
situation. Ann facilitated acquiring the Nickersons' account history. Nickersons asked that this 
conversation be recorded. 
Yara, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on January 12, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Resa, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on January 15, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Jamie, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on February 5, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Maribell, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on March 9, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Veronica, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on April 23, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Earl, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on April 30, 2009. Nickersons 
asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Michelle, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on June 1, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
McKayla, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on September 2, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Greg, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on November 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Bridget, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on November 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
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Izzy, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on December 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Thomas, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Kyle, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Shannon, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Andrei, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Linda, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Dominic, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 11, 2010. 
Richard, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 11,2010 by calling 
(888) 418-0364. 
Bill, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 22, 2010. 
Michael, Customer Service, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on 
April 23, 2010 by calling (856) 917-0050. 
Lindsey, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on May 13, 2010 by calling 
(800) 330-0423. Lindsey informed the Nickersons that all they could do to obtain an account history 
was to call Chase. 
Kelly, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on May 19, 2010. 
Dominic, Coldwell Banker: The Nickersons spoke with this Coldwell Banker employee. 
Did original loan and Nickersons discussed with him trying to straighten things out after PHH 
repurchased loan. 
Albert Emacchio, Coldwell Banker: A title company employee at closing communicated with 
this Coldwell Banker employee. 
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Bradon Howell, Just Law: Mr. Howell informed the Nickersons of the default amount. The 
Nickersons' told him that they disputed that default amount. The Nickersons told Mr. Howell 
(a) that Chase/PHH were fraudulently attempting to take their property, (b) that their last payment 
was made on January 21, 2010, and ( c) that they were denied the opportunity to make any payments 
after that January date. The Nickersons also told him that they wanted to work out a resolution with 
his client and bring the account into good standing. The Nickersons clearly stated to Mr. Howell that 
they wanted to keep the property and explained that they had the financial resources to do so. The 
Nickersons expressed how damaging Mr. Howell's client's proceedings were to their credit rating 
and that it was creating extreme financial hardship for them. The Nickersons pointed out their parcel 
was a 50 acre parcel and a non-judicial foreclosure was not appropriate. Mr. Howll state he would 
speak with Jason Rammell and get back to them. Mr. Howell, spoke with Mr. Rammell and then 
informed the Nickersons that Mr. Rammell would be going forward with the non-judicial 
foreclosure. 
Jason Rammell: The Nickersons requested to speak with Mr. Rammell. Bradon Howell 
stated that he relayed the Nickerson's information to Mr. Rammell, but Mr. Rammell said they were 
hired to foreclose and were going forward with the foreclosure. 
Pete Elliot, Genworth Financial (PMI Insurance Provider): The Nickersons spoke with this 
Genworth Financial customer service employee. Aware of entire situation. 
Michael, Genworth Financial (PMI Insurance Provider): The Nickersons spoke with this 
Genworth Financial customer service employee. Aware of entire situation. 
Discovery is ongoing and this answer may be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Identify each and every payment you have made pursuant to the 
terms of the Note and set forth in detail the date, method and payee for each payment. 
ANSWER: Nickersons are in the process of looking for proof of all of the payments that 
they have made. The payments JP Morgan claims have been made are not inclusive of all of the 
payments made. For example a payment of $4,549.04 was made in July of 2009. Some of the 
payments were made electronically, some were mailed, and some were delivered by hand to 
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JPMorgan branches. Some payments were made by cash and others by check. Discovery is ongoing 
and this answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY N0.8: Is the Deed of Trust, as defined in the Complaint, ambiguous? 
If so, identify each ambiguous provision and state with particularity why such provision( s) is 
ambiguous. 
ANSWER: 
Objection. Legal conclusion. 
INTERROGATORY N0.9: Identify all legal claims, demands, liens, lawsuits or judgments 
against or involving you, including foreclosure or bankruptcy over the last eight (8) years. 
ANSWER: 
CV-2006-0000332. Clearwater County, State ofldaho. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Identify every oral or written communication between you and 
any representative, employee or agent of JPMorgan and the date of said communication. 
ANSWER: Please see the answer to Interrogatory No. 6. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Have you applied for credit over the last three (3) years, 
including to refinance the Note? If so, please list any and all applications for such credit and the 
results of such applications. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons have not been able to secure any credit during the last three 
years. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Identify each person you intend to call as a witness in the trial 
of this case and provide a detailed description of their anticipated testimony. 
ANSWER: Please see the answer to Interrogatory No. 6. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Identify every oral or written communication between you and 
any representative, agent, employee, shareholder, director or officer of PHH Mortgage and the date 
of said communications. 
ANSWER: Please see the answer to Interrogatory No. 6. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Please state with particularity each and every promise and/or 
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representation made by any defendant to you supporting your allegation that the Note was current. 
Specifically identify: 
(a) The details of the alleged promise or representation; 
(b) The individual and entity making the promise or representation; and 
( c) The date and time, as accurately as possible, that the alleged promise or representation 
was made. 
ANSWER: On January 21, 2010, Kim with Chase, told the Nickersons that their account 
was in good standing with Chase. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15: During the term of the Note, was there ever a month in which 
you did not tender a payment to anyone to apply against the Note, including PHH Mortgage or 
JPMorgan? If so, please identify each month and year and reasons for which you failed to tender said 
payment(s). 
ANSWER: There was never a time the Nickersons did NOT tender a payment. The only 
time payment was not made was when a Chase or PHH employee refused the tendered payment. 
The payment issues have already been stated. Since 2010 the Nickersons did not tender a payment 
to PHH because PHH would not accept payments from the Nickersons. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Please set forth in detail the amount of damage you claim for 
each claim for relief outlined in the Complaint and the reasons for such amount of damage. 
ANSWER: 
The Nickersons are in the process of putting their damages together. Said damages are 
continuously increasing significantly. This answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Please set forth in detail the names of any and all employees 
of JPMorgan that you allege were rude, offensive and/or threatening as set forth in Paragraph 13 of 
the Complaint. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons were threatened to be thrown out of their house, thrown out on 
the streets, that a lock would be placed on their gate, that they would not be able to get any 
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belongings from the property, etc. The threats were made multiple times. All conversations were 
on a speaker phone. One particularly threatening conversations occured in March and/ or Apirl 2009. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Please set forth in detail the business opportunities, including 
the contact information of each business involved, that were lost as a result of your allegation in 
Paragraph 36 of the Complaint that your credit rating was destroyed. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons are in the process of putting their damages together. Said 
damages are continuously increasing significantly. This answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Regarding your allegations contained in Paragraph 38 of the 
Complaint, please set forth in detail the amount you were able to "pay and resolve this" as outlined 
in said paragraph. 
ANSWER: 
The Nickersons were told that in January of2010 that they were in good standing however 
were not allowed as set forth above to tender any more payments after that time. When this offer 
was made the Nickersons were wanting to pay the monthly payments owing that they tried but were 
not permitted to make in 2010. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Are you an owner, member, manager or shareholder in any 
business enterprise that suffered damages as a result of the allegations contained in the Complaint? 
If so, please set forth in detail the business name and your role in said business. 
ANSWER: 
No. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 21: To the extent any of your responses to the Requests for 
Admissions, below, are anything but an unequivocal admission, please explain why such Answer 
was not admitted. 
ANSWER: 
See Answers to Admissions. 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO.l: Please produce all documents, agreements, 
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marketing materials, correspondence, notes from meetings with any parties named in this matter or 
third parties knowledgeable in this matter that relate to each and every allegation contained in the 
Complaint and Counterclaim or relate to the subject of this litigation. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. Nickersons have most of the documents in storage and will supplement 
this answer when able. 
REQUEST FORPRODUCTIONN0.2: Produceeachandeverydocumentreferred to in your 
Complaint, in your answers to any of the Interrogatories or Admissions, or referred to in denying any 
of the Requests for Admissions. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N0.3: Produce legible copies of all exhibits you intend to 
introduce at trial. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N0.4: Produce all materials which form a basis, either in 
whole or in part, for the opinions of any expert who is expected to be called as a witness, including 
material prepared by any other expert who will not be called to testify. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FORPRODUCTIONN0.5: Produce all documents and communications relating 
in any way to the Note, Deed of Trust and the land and the building(s)that are the subject of the Note 
and Deed of Trust. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N0.6: Produce a full and complete current credit report 
from a nationally recognized credit reporting agency, such as Trans Union, Experian or Equifax. 
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Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRO DU CTI ON NO. 7: Produce any and all credit reports in your possession 
from the last eight (8) years. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N0.8: Produce any and all documents or records in your 
possession relating to any attempts to obtain financing, including a refinance of the Note. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N0.9: Please produce your Federal and Idaho State tax 
returns filed for the last four (4) years, including your return for 2011. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10: Please produce your banking records for the 
previous four (4) years. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11: Please produce any and all documents relating to 
the lost business opportunities outlined in Paragraph 36 and elsewhere in your Complaint. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12: Please produce any and all evidence of your 
payments on the Note. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13: Please produce any and all documents you 
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received from JPMorgan. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14: Please produce any and all documents you 
received from PHH Mortgage. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15: Please produce any and all documents you sent 
to either PHH Mortgage or JPMorgan. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16: Please produce any and all annual financial 
records, including a balance sheet, income statement ( or similar document) and a schedule of assets, 
for any business enterprise you own or of which you are a shareholder, member or manager. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17: If your Answer to Interrogatory No. 20 was yes, 
please produce any and all documents evidencing such damage. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 18: Produce monthly bank statements, check registers 
and copies of all checks drawn on your bank account(s) from December 2007 to the present. 
RESPONSE: 
Please see Exhibit A. 
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DATED this_}_ day of-May, 2012. 
John tchell, a member of the firm 
Attor for Defendants Nickerson 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Is+- <TU116 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the __ day of~, 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. g U.S. Mail 
Just Law Office Hand Delivered 
381 Shoup Ave. D Overnight Mail 
PO Box 50271 D Telecopy 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist A U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy 
ey for Defendants Nickerson 
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IFJa 
4001 Leadenhall Road 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-418-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 
October 19, 2007 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
Old Loan Number from the Mortgage Service Center: 0018154567 
New Loan Number for Chase Home Finance LLC: 1916210920 
Dear Customer(s): 
Recently you received a notification letter communicating that effective 
November 1, 2007, the servicing of your mortgage loan will transfer from The 
Mortgage Service Center to Chase Home Finance LLC. Please be advised that the 
Chase loan number referenced on your notification from the Mortgage Service 
Center was incorrect. Your correct Chase loan number is referenced above. 
Please refer any questions you have after the November 1, 2007 transfer date 
to the address or phone number below: 
JP Morgan Chase Bank, NA 
c/o Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attn: Research Center 
P.O. Box 24696 
Columbus, OH 43224-0696 
1- (800) 848 9136 
Chase Customer Service Hours 
8:00AM - 9:00PM (EST) Monday-Friday; 8:00AM - 5:00 PM (EST) Saturday 
If you have any questions about the transfer of servicing on your loan prior 
to the transfer date of November 1, 2007, please call one of our Customer 
Service Representatives at the phone number referenced above between the hours 
of 9:00 AM - 8:00 PM (EST) Monday through Friday. 





Log in to MortgageQuestions.com --- your servicing website connection. i 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Bank.er Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
t\l -lC JI ~ J~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NTCKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES Ith.ru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
of PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Affidavit of ___ [SJ] - Page J 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
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State of New Jersey ) 
:ss 
County of Burlington ) 
Ronald E. Casperite, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am eighteen years of age or older and have personal knowledge of the facts 
and information contained in this affidavit. 
2. I am a Complex Liaison for PHH Mortgage Corporation. 
3. As part of my responsibilities for PHH, I managed the loan file pertaining to 
Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson. 
4. JP Morgan/Chase (Chase) serviced the Nickersons' loan from November, 20, 
2007 thru February 5, 2010. 
5. By February 2010 Chase had returned the Nickersons' loan to PHH. At the time 
Chase returned the Nickersons' loan to PHH, that loan was in default due to missed payments 
for at least 10 months. 
6. According to the loan documentation received from Chase, the Nickersons had 
been offered a work out proposal for forbearance of foreclosure. According to the loan 
documents, the Nickersons did not sign the work out proposal. 
7. PHH sent the Nickersons written notice of default. Due to the large number of 
missed monthly payments, PHH treated the Nickersons loan as defaulted and initiated the 
foreclosure process. 
8. As of, and including, January 2010, the Nickersons' had missed 13 monthly 
payments on their loan and were in default to the amount of $30,276.87. 
9. Because of the default and determination to foreclose, PHH declined to accept 
any further payments from the Nickersons unless those payments were going to cure in full the 
total amount of default plus accrued interest and costs. The Nickersons did not at any time 
attempt to satisfy in full the default amount. 
10. By June 2010 PHH had obtained assignment of the Nickersons' deed of trust 
and promissory note. Foreclosure of the deed of trust was commenced and PHH learned a 
judicial foreclosure would be required. 
11. As of October 15, 2012, the Nickersons loan has a principal balance of 
$261,170.62. Accrued and unpaid interest amounts to $63,501.44. Per diem interest is $44.94. 
Also due are escrow advances totaling $23,534.42. 
Affidavit of___ [SJ] - Page 2 
10650-NJ 
315
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Dated this 12th day of October 2012. 
PHH Mortgage Corporation 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this /A,._ day of October 2012. 
[SEAL] 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 11 }b day of October 2012, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served u'pon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
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In exchange for a loan from PHH Mortgage Company in the principal amount of $285,000 
Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson executed a promissory note secured by a deed of 
trust. The Nickersons defaulted in their payment of the note and terms of the deed of trust. 
PHH seeks to foreclose its deed of trust. The Nickersons allege PHH breached the note and 
certain federal statutes but have failed to produce any evidence supporting their claims. 
FACTS 
The salient facts are taken from the Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite and the Affidavit of 
Counsel in Support of PHH's motion for summary judgment. 
By warranty deed recorded October 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190567 in the Recorder's 
Office for Clearwater County, Idaho Margaret Laird conveyed to Charles Nickerson and Donna 
Nickerson approximately 50 acres of land in Clearwater County, Idaho. (Affidavit of Counsel, 
Exhibits A and B). 
On or about October 4, 2002 the Nickersons executed in favor of Colder Bank Mortgage 
(a subsidiary of PHH) a promissory note in the principal amount of $285,000. (Affidavit of 
Counsel, Exhibits A and B). The Nickersons have verified the authenticity of their signatures on 
that note. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). 
To secure payment of that note, the Nickersons executed a deed of trust recorded October 
4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190568 in the Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
(Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). The Nickersons have verified the authenticity of their 
signatures to that deed of trust. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). 
In pertinent provisions of that deed of trust, including paragraphs (P), 3, and 20, PHH 
complied with the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) by giving the Nickersons 
notice of RESPA requirements and the potential of servicing of their loan by another entity. 
(Complaint). By letter dated October 19, 2007 PHH complied with RESPA by giving the 
Nickersons notice of transfer of their loan to Chase for servicing. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibit 
F). 
The Nickersons defaulted in making all monthly payments required by the note and deed 
of trust. (Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite). As of January 2010 the Nickersons were in default in 
the amount of $30,276.87. (Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite). 
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PHH filed this action to foreclose its deed of trust. (Complaint). The Nickersons filed an 
amended Answer, Counterclaim, and Third Party Complaint. In the counterclaim, the Nickersons 
alleged PHH had violated the promissory note, breached a covenant of good faith and fair 
dealing, and violated provisions of 12 U.S.C. 2605, the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act, and the federal Fair Credit Reporting Act. (Amended Answer and Counterclaim). 
Through written discovery requests, PHH and Chase sought the factual bases for the 
Nickersons' causes of action. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits C, D and E). Other than their 
personal assertions of belief, the Nickersons' responses did not illuminate with any factual 
specificity the grounds for their causes of action. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits C, D and E). 
Accordingly, on October 3 and 4, 2012 PHH deposed the Nickersons at the office of their 
counsel in Lewiston, Idaho. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). The notice of deposition 
included a command that the Nickersons bring with them to the deposition copies of cancelled 
checks and or bank statements showing payments made on their loan. The Nickersons did not 
bring any documents with them. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). 
The Nickersons routinely failed to identify any cancelled checks or bank statements in 
their possession that would show payments made on their loan. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A 
and B). Indeed, the Nickersons refused to answer questions about all bank accounts they may 
have. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). 
Donna Nickerson' s deposition required exclusive of an extended lunch break 7 hours to 
complete. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibit A). At least 13 times the deposition was paused to allow 
the Nickersons to discuss matters with their counsel. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). 
The reported has noted the number of breaks and total time of each break in the record of the 
deposition. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibit A). 
The Nickersons refused to answer questions concerning essential defenses and causes of 
action raised in their pleadings. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). Upon questioning, the 
Nickersons admitted they had not seen their credit history report for the time period from 2008 
through 2012. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). The Nickersons admitted they had not 
formally applied for credit of any kind during the same time period and received rejection due to 
their credit score. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). 
Although claiming huge sums for damages, the Nickersons refused to answer questions 
about their income for 2008 through 2012. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). The 
Nickersons refused to answer questions about specific persons who declined to hire Charles 
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Nickerson due to credit scores. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibits A and B). In short, the Nickersons 
did not have any evidence to support their claims. 
When specifically asked whether he had any evidence to dispute PHH' s foreclosure, 
Charles Nickerson agreed and stated he did not know of any evidence they had other than their 
personal testimony. (Affidavit of Counsel, Exhibit B, pages 91, 92, 93 and 94). 
The discovery cut-off has passed. The Nickersons have not supplemented their discovery 
responses with any documentation disputing PHH' s right to foreclose or creating a prima facie 
case for the Nickersons' causes of action. 
ARGUMENT 
Standard for Summary Judgment 
Summary judgment must be granted "if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on 
file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact 
and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw." I.R.C.P. 56(c). In order to 
determine whether judgment should be entered as a matter of law, the trial court must review the 
pleadings, depositions, affidavits, and admissions on file. I.R.C.P. 56(c). 
The trial court liberally construes the record in the light most favorable to the party 
opposing the motion, drawing all reasonable inferences and conclusions in that party's favor. 
Tolmie Farms v. JR. Simplot Co., 124 Idaho 607, 609, 862 P.2d 299, 301 (1993); Doe v. 
Durtschi, 110 Idaho 466, 469, 716 P.2d 1238, 1241 (1986). If reasonable people could reach 
different conclusions or draw conflicting inferences from the evidence, the motion must be 
denied. Featherston v. Allstate Insurance Co., 125 Idaho 840, 842, 875 P.2d 937, 939 (1994). 
The party moving for summary judgment initially carries the burden to establish that 
there is no genuine issue of material fact and that he or she is entitled to judgment as a matter of 
law. Eliopulos v. Knox, 123 Idaho 400, 404, 848 P.2d 984, 988 (Ct. App. 1992). "Rule 56(c) 
mandates the entry of summary judgment, after adequate time for discovery and upon motion, 
against a party who fails to make a showing sufficient to establish the existence of an element 
essential to that party's case, and on which that party will bear the burden of proof at trial. In 
such a situation, there can be 'no genuine issue as to any material fact,' since a complete failure 
of proof concerning an essential element of the nonmoving party's case necessarily renders all 
other facts immaterial." Dunnick v. Elder, 126 Idaho 308, 311, 882 P.2d 475, 478 (Ct. App. 
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1994), citing, Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317, 322-23, 106 S.Ct. 2548, 2552, 91 L.Ed.2d 
265 (1986). 
Burden of Proof 
Where the Nickersons have asserted affirmative defenses and alleged their own causes of 
action, they have the burden of proof on summary judgment of presenting evidence in support of 
their defenses and causes of action. Chandler v. Hayden, 147 Idaho 765, 215 P.3d 485 (Idaho 
2009). 
Foreclosure 
Idaho law has long recognized that a deed of trust may be treated as a mortgage for 
purposes of judicial foreclosure. Brown v. Bryan, 6 Idaho 1, 51 P. 995 (1898). Where the 
grantors of a deed of trust have defaulted, the beneficiary may in accordance with the terms of 
the instrument accelerate the amount due and seek foreclosure. Frazier v. Neilsen & Co., 115 
Idaho 739, 769 P.2d 1111 (1989). 
As shown by the evidence before the court on summary judgment, the Nickersons have 
defaulted in the terms of the deed of trust and note by failing to make all payments. Upon 
default, PHH is entitled in accordance with the terms of the promissory note and deed of trust to 
foreclose. Although denying they are in default, the Nickersons have failed to provide any 
documentation proving they made all monthly payments required by the note. 
Furthermore, the Nickersons admitted in their depositions that they are unaware of any 
other evidence disputing PHH' s right to foreclose. 
There are no genuine issues of material fact concerning the Nickersons' default. As a 
matter of law, PHH is entitled to judgment of foreclosure. 
Breach of Covenant of Good Faith 
In their first cause of action, the Nickersons contend PHH breached the implied covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing. When questioned on the facts supporting their cause of action, the 
Nickersons did not identify any specific facts. 
The entire cause of action for breach of the covenant of good faith arises from the 
Nickersons' failure to make all monthly payments. If the Nickersons could show cancelled 
checks or payment receipts for all required monthly payments in 2008 through January 2010, the 
Nickersons may have grounds for complaint. 
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However, the account history shows the Nickersons defaulted in making 11 monthly 
payments. The Nickersons have failed, and have refused, to produce the cancelled checks, 
receipts, or other documents proving the payments were in fact made. Absent such proof, the 
Nickersons' cause of action fails. 
Without any documentation creating an issue of fact, the pertinent facts are not in dispute. 
Failing to sustain their burden of proof on their claim, the Nickersons' cause of action for breach 
of good faith cannot reach the threshold of a prima facie case. PHH is entitled as a matter of law 
to summary judgment dismissing that claim. 
Breach of Note 
According to their pleading, the Nickersons allege PHH breached the terms of the note by 
not sending written notice to the Nickersons that they were overdue and giving a date certain for 
payment of an overdue amount. 
In accordance with the terms of the note in paragraphs 6 and 7, Chase sent written notices 
to the Nickersons stating the default and amount of default. At their depositions, the Nickersons 
both admitted receiving those notices from Chase. 
Consequently, the facts demonstrate PHH did not breach the note by failing to send 
notice of default. Instead, the Nickersons have failed to sustain their burden of proving PHH 
breached the note. Thus, PHH is entitled as a matter of law to summary judgment dismissing the 
Nickersons' claim. 
12 U.S.C. 2605 (RESPA) 
The Nickersons allege PHH violated RESP A by failing to send out appropriate notices. 
The Nickersons have otherwise failed to specify what PHH did to violate RESP A. In short, the 
Nickersons have not established a prima facie case against PHH. 
To meet threshold requirements of a prima facie case, the Nickersons must set forth facts 
showing RESP A applies to their mortgage loan and that PHH violated specific provisions of 
RESPA. See Gale v. First Franklin Loan Services, 686 F.3d 1055 (9th Cir. 2012); Johnson v. 
Wells Fargo Home Mortg., Inc., 635 F.3d 401 (9th Cir. 2011); Catalan v. GMAC Mortg. Corp., 
629 F.3d 676 (7th Cir. 2011). 
According to Donna Nickerson, they purchased the property not as a primary residence 
but for agricultural and business purposes. Indeed, the Nickersons do not stay on the property or 
claim it as their residence. Their residence is in Washington. At the time of her deposition, 
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Donna Nickerson explained that they were living near Helena, Montana and mostly lived in their 
vehicle. Essentially, the Nickersons' property in Clearwater County is held for agricultural 
purposes and to provide a place for ministers and others to relax as part of the Nickersons' 
ministry business. Therefore, the Nickersons' mortgage was primarily for agricultural and 
business purposes and not residential purposes. Thus, RESPA does not apply. Johnson v. Wells 
Fargo Home Mortg., Inc., 635 F.3d 401 (9th Cir. 2011). 
Assuming arguendo that RESP A does apply, PHH complied with all statutory 
requirements. At the time the Nickersons obtained their loan, the deed of trust gave notice of 
potential servicing and funding matters in compliance with RESPA (12 U.S.C. § 2605(a), 
(b)(2)(C), and (c). Additionally, PHH sent the Nickersons a letter dated October 19, 2007 giving 
them advance notice of transfer of their loan to Chase for servicing. Such notice complies in full 
withRESPA. 
PHH has established its compliance with RESP A. The Nickersons have wholly failed to 
identify specific violations ofRESPA committed by PHH. Nor have the Nickersons established a 
prima facie showing that their mortgage with PHH was subject to RESP A. 
Accordingly, the Nickersons have failed to establish a prima facie case against PHH. As a 
matter oflaw, PHH is entitled to summary judgment dismissing the Nickersons' claim. 
Fair Debt Collection Practices Act 
Under the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, (15 U.S.C. § 1692), a consumer 
must demonstrate conduct or practice violating the provisions of the Act. Maguire v. Citicorp 
Retail Services, Inc., 147 F.3d 232 (2nd Cir. 1998). 
Through discovery and deposition, PHH has been unable to obtain from the Nickersons 
any facts demonstrating PHH' s conduct or practice constituting a violation of the Act. At best, 
the Nickersons allege harassment and unfair practices due to telephone calls and purported 
statements that they would be locked out of their property. Nevertheless, the Nickersons have not 
identified if PHH engaged in those alleged acts. Nor have they presented any facts showing other 
conduct or practice of PHH in violation of the Act. There simply are no facts presented by the 
Nickersons demonstrating PHH violated the Act. 
Where no facts exist proving it violated the Act, PHH is entitled to summary judgment 
dismissing the Nickersons' claim. 
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Fair Credit Reporting Act 
At their depositions, the Nickersons admitted they had neither possessed a credit history 
report nor seen a credit history report for the years 2009 through 2012. They further admitted 
that during the same time period they made no written application for credit or loan with any 
creditor. Finally, they admitted that no potential creditor or lender gave them a written denial of 
credit based upon something PHH reported to credit reporting agencies. 
As part of their cause of action, the Nickersons contend some putative employers denied 
them employment based upon some non-specified adverse history in their credit report. But, the 
Nickersons do not have any documentation supporting their contention that employment was 
denied due to their credit report, nor were they willing to identify specific agents of the putative 
employers who told them employment was denied due to an adverse report on their credit 
history. 
Much, if not all, of the Nickersons' claim rises from their contention that PHH wrongly 
asserted default of the note and deed of trust. All the Nickersons needed to do was present 
evidence proving they had made all required payments under the note. They have failed to 
produce such evidence. 
Additionally, the Nickersons have a second deed of trust on their property and a 
judgment has been recorded against them. Where the Nickersons have failed to produce a credit 
history report, there is no way of determining what impact the second deed of trust and judgment 
had on their credit history. 
Fatal to the Nickersons' claim is their utter failure to present a prima facie case that PHH 
violated the Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. § 1681). Absence of documented facts 
establishing a cause of action under the Act, results in dismissal of the claim on summary 
judgment. See Gorman v. Wolpoff & Abramson, LLP, 584 F.3d 1147 (9th Cir. 2009); Myers v. 
The Bennett Law Offices, 238 F.3d 1068 (9th Cir. 2001); Matthiesen v. Banc One Mortg. Corp., 
173 F.3d 1242 (10th Cir. 1999). 
Without submitting a credit history report that can be examined for any incorrect 
reporting by PHH, the Nickersons have not shown a prima facie case under the Act. The 
Nickersons must show that PHH made an erroneous or incorrect consumer report. If the only 
report PHH made to credit reporting agencies was the fact of the Nickersons' default, then there 
was no violation of the Act. 
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Not only have the Nickersons failed to establish their claim, but also they have failed to 
demonstrate any damages. Although they allege damages in the counterclaim, the Nickersons 
refused to: produce tax return information to show income; identify actual names of persons for 
potential employers denying employment based on alleged damaged credit; and refused to 
identify amounts of annual income and sources in order to examine whether there was any 
damage suffered. 
Accordingly, there are no facts showing PHH committed any violation of the Fair Credit 
Reporting Act. Thus, PHH is entitled as a matter of law to summary judgment dismissing the 
Nickersons' claim. 
CONCLUSION 
Deadlines for producing factual information to support claims and identify witnesses that 
could establish prima facie facts have long passed. At present, the Nickersons have failed to 
produce documentation proving they made all required payments under the note and deed of 
trust. 
Nor have the Nickersons presented any facts supporting their claims against PHH. This is 
a case where the claimants are quick to make allegations but cannot sustain their burden of proof 
on those allegations. Therefore, the Nickersons' claims must be dismissed. 
Consequently, there are no genuine issues of material fact concerning the Nickersons 
breach of the note and deed of trust. PHH is entitled to summary judgment of foreclosure. 
There are no facts supporting the Nickersons' causes of action. As a matter of law, PHH 
is entitled to judgment dismissing with prejudice the Nickersons' counterclaim. 
DATED this /-2-day of October 2012. 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the p.-\!} day of October 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[1,] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)(] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
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In accordance with l.R.C.P. 56(a), Plaintiff, PHH Mortgage Corporation, (PHH), moves 
the court for its order granting summary judgment. 
The issues are: Is PHH entitled to foreclose its deed of trust where the Nickersons have 
defaulted in payment?; and, Where the Nickersons have no evidence to support their causes of 
action against PHH, is PHH entitled to summary judgment dismissing the Nickersons' 
counterclaim? 
This motion is based upon the pleadings of record, the Affidavit of Ron Casperite and the 
Affidavit of Counsel in Support of PHH's motion for summary judgment, and the memorandum 
in support of PHH's motion for summary judgment filed simultaneously with this motion. 
Oral argument by telephone is requested. 
DATEDthis )....2, dayof0ctober2012. 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
JON STENQUIST, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am an attorney of record for third party defendant JPMorgan Chase 
Bank, N.A. ("Chase") in the above-referenced matter. I have access to my client's files in this 
matter and make this affidavit based upon personal knowledge and in support of Chase's Motion 
for Summary Judgment. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit "A" is a true and correct copy of the October 4, 
2002 Note executed by Donna and Charles Nickerson in favor of Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
(PHH) in the original principal amount of $285,000.00. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit "B" is a true and correct copy of the Deposition 
of Donna Nickerson taken on October 3, 2012 in Lewiston, Idaho. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit "C" is a true and correct copy of the Deposition 
of Charles Nickerson taken on October 4, 2012 in Lewiston, Idaho. 
5. Attached hereto as Exhibit "D" is a true and correct copy of the Deed of 
Trust executed by Donna and Charles Nickerson and recorded as Instrument No. 190568 in the 
office of the Clearwater County Recorder on October 4, 2002. 
6. Attached hereto as Exhibit "E" is a true and correct redacted copy of the 
Customer Account Activity Statement from The Mortgage Service Center dated December 14, 
2011 which provides a history of all the Nickersons' payments made to PHH Mortgage 
Corporation during the years PHH serviced the loan which included the years 2002 through 2007 
and then 2010 through 2011. 
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7. Attached hereto as Exhibit "F" is a true and correct copy of the 
Nickersons' payment history provided to the Nickersons on May 13, 2010 detailing all payments 
made to Chase on the Note from 2008 through 2010. 
8. Attached hereto as Exhibit "G" is a true and correct copy of the January 4, 
2009 Acceleration Warning letters Chase sent to Donna Nickerson and Charles Nickerson. 
9. Attached hereto as Exhibit "H" is various correspondence from Chase to 
the Nickersons in an attempt to modify the Nickersons payments including a January 17, 2009 
letter Chase sent to the Nickersons detailing a Repayment Plan. Also included are true and 
correct copies of correspondence Chase sent to the Nickersons dated February 7, 2009 and 
March 25, 2009. 
10. Attached hereto as Exhibit "I" is a true and correct copy ofNickerson's 
Answers to Third Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank's First Set of Interrogatories, Requests 
for Production of Documents and Requests for Admissions to Third Party Plaintiffs Charles and 
Donna Nickerson, dated June 1, 2012. 
Further affiant sayeth naught. 
= 
~~,e; ef.bp&f".~ 
NOTARY P LIC FO~ 
Residing at Z:-d'A-~  f44:, 
My C.ommission Expires ')./:l:>../1't' 
' > 
AFFIDAVIT OF JON A. STENQUIST IN SUPPORT OF 
CHASE'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 2 Client:2613302.1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 15th day of October, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy ofthc foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF JON A. STENQUIST IN SUPPORT OF 
CHASE'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT to be served by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND F EENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mai] 
( ) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
AFFIDAVIT OF JON A. STENQUIST IN SUPPORT OF 





loi1" Numbec: 4561 
October 4th, 2002 





3165 NEFF ROAD, OROFINO, ID 83544 
[Proyecty Addr= I 
Ida.ho 
[Slal,] 
1. BORROWER'S PROMISE TO PAY ...--·-··-
In return for a loan that Inave received, l promise to pay D):''$ 285, o;~o.oo (this ount is called "Principal"), 
plus interest, to the order of the Lender, The Lender is Colcfw,<'ill BanJ;,e,: Mortgage 
\. __ .J··· 
I will make all payments under tltls Note in the form of cash, check or money order. 
J understand that the Lender may transfer this Note, The Lender or BilYOne who takes this te by trnnsfer and who is 
entitled to receive payments under this Note is called the "Note Holder." 
;!, INTEREST 
]nlerest will be charged O? u.!'raid principal until the full amount of Principal has been paid. I viii pay interest at a yearly 
rate of /;. :.so %":; 
The interest rate requiJed by this Section 2 is the mte I will pay both before nnd after any defau t described in Section 6(B) 
of this Note. \., •... 
3. PAYMENTS 
(A) Time and Place of Payments 
I will pay principal and interest by making a po.yment every monlh. ,' .\.,.-""\ 
I will make my monthly payment on theOlst day of each month beginning onD0c<j'inb r 1st; 2002 . I will 
make these payments every month until I have paid all of the principal and interest and any othel; c rgi,s descnoed below that r 
may owe under this No)~ .. Each mQf'thly payment will be applied_as of its scheduled due date an ·wiu be applied to interest 
before Principal. If, on/;lovambar-· 1st, 2032 , I still owe amounts under this Note, lwill aythose amounts in full on 
that date, which is callecl.Jhe 'Maturity Date." 
I will make my monthly payments atJOOO Leadenhall Road Mount Laurel, NJ 0 
or at a different place ifr uired by the Note Holder. 
·(B) Amou11t of Mo11tltly Payments . ;:~-:~ 
My monthly payroent will be in the amount of Uf $ 1760)6 
4. BORROWER'SRIGHT'fOl'REPAY 
1 have the right lo make payments of Principal at any time before they are due. A payment of · cipal only is known as a 
'Prepayment." When I make a Prepaymen~ I will tell the Note Holder in writing that I am doin so. I Illl3Y not designate a 
payment as a Prepayment if I have not made all the monthly payment, due under the Note. 
I ruay make a full Prepayment or partial Prepayments without paying a Prepayment charge. 
Prepayments LO reduce the amount of Princ!pal that I owe under this Note, However, the ote Holder may apply my 
Prepayment lo tlie accrued and llllpaid interest on the Prepayment amount, before applying m Prepayment to reduce the 
Principal amount of the Nt>te, Ifl iuake a pnrtial Prepayment, there will be no changes in the due ate or in lhe amount ofmy 
monthly payment unless the Note Holder agrees in writing to those changes. 
MULTISTATE FIXED RATE NOTl:-Slngls Farnlli-Fannlo !Aao/Froddlo Mae UNIFORM INSTRUME:NT 
~-5N 1000,1.oi Form noo t/01 
0 
vt.1P MoR1GAGE FoRMs. 111oois2.1,110, Av 
·P!tiil' 1 or J lnlllal,: ____a_'J/ ~/-P 
' 
REDACTED CO FIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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:5. LOAN CHARGES 
If a law, which applies to 1his loan lllld which sets maximum loan charges, is fina
lly interpreted so that the interest or other 
ioan charges collected or lo be collected in co.incction with this loan exceed the pennitte
d limits, th : ( a) any such loan cbargd 
shall be reduced by the amount necessary lo reduce the charge to the pemutted lim
it; and (b) any ums already collected from 
me which exceeded permitted limits will be refunded to me. The Note Holder may 
choose to mak tbila refund by reducing the 
· Principal l owe under thi~ Note or by making a direct payment to me. If a refund reduces Prin
cipal, e reduction will be treated 
as a partial Prepayment 
6. BORROWER'S FAILURE TO PAY AS REQUIRED 
. (A) Late Charge for Overdue Payments 
If the Note Holder has not received ilie full amount of any monthly payment b
y the end ofF fteen calendar days 
after the date it is due, I will pay a late charge to the Note Holder. The amount of the charge w
ill be · 5 • 0 O % of 
my overdue payment of principal and interest.] will pay this late charge promptly bu
t only once on ch late payment. 
(B) Default 
Ifl do not pay the full amount of each monthly payment on the dnte it is due, I w
ill be in defa lt. 
(C) Notice of Default 
If I run in default, 1he Note Holder may send me a wri!ten notice telling me that
 if l do not p the overdue amount by a 
certain date, the Note Holder may require me to pay immediately the full amount o
f Principal whi h has not been paid and all 
the interest that I owe on l:hat ainounl That date.must be at least 30 days after the d
ate on which t enotice is mailed to me or 
delivered by other means. 
(D) No Walv~r By Note H-0lder 
Even if, at a time when I am in default, the Note Holder does not require me
 to pay imme iately in full as described 
above, the Note Holder will still have the right to do so ifl am in default at a later tim
e. 
(E) Payment of Note :Holder's Costs and Expe11ses 
If the Note Holder has required me to pay immediately in full as described above, th
e Note 
be paid back byme for all ofils costs and expenses In enforcing this Note to the ext
ent not prohibit 
e><penses include, for example, reasoruible attorneys' fees. 
7. GIVING OF NOTICES 
lder will have the right to 
by applicable law. Those 
Unless applicable law requires a different method, any notice that must be give
n to me under this Note will be given by 
delivering it or by mailing it by first class mail to me at the Property Address above or at a differc
 t address if! give the Note 
Holder a notice of my different address. · · 
. 
Any notico that must be given to the Note Holder under this Note will be given
 by dcliverin it or by mailing it by first 
class mail to the Note Holder at the address stated In Section 3(A) above or at a different address · I am 
given a notice of that 
different address. · 
· 
8. OBLIGATIONS OF PERSONS 1JNDER THIS NOTE 
If more than one per5on signs this Note, each person is fully and personally obli
gated to keep ll of the promises made in 
this Note, including the promise to pay the full amount owed. Any person who is a 
guarantor, sure or endorner of this Note is 
also obligated to do the~ things. Any person who takes over these obligatio!IS, includ
ing the oblig lions of a guarantor, surety 
or endorser of this Note, is also obligated to keep all of the promises made in. this Note
, Toe No1e older may enforce its rights 
under this Note against each person individually oragaiost all ofus together. This mean
s that any ne of us may bereq,umd to 
pay all of the amounts owed under rills Note. · 
9. WAIVERS 
I nnd any otheq,ersO!I who has obligations under this Note waive the rights 
of Presentme tand Notice of Dishonor. 
"Presentment" means 1he right to require the Note Holder to demand payment of am
ounts due. "N ·ce ofDishooor" means the 
right to requiro the Nate Holder to give notice to other persons that amouots due hav
e not been paid 
Form 3200 1/0J, ... .., 
lral\lM: _____t%/°( ~ 
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10. UNIFORM SECURED NOTE 
This Note is a uniform instrument with limited variations in some jurisdictions. In addition to he protectfons given to the 
Note Holder undcr this Note, a Mortgage, Deed of Trust, or Security Deed (the "Security fnstrum nt"), dated the same date as 
this Note, protects the Note Holder from possible losses which might result ifl da not keep the p mises which I make in this 
Note. That Security [nstrument describes how and under what conditioru I may be required to mak immediate paymerit in full 
of all amounts I owe under this Note. Sarne of those conditions are descnbed as follows: · 
If all or any part of the Property or any Interest in the Property is sold or transferred (or if Borrower fs 
not a natural person lllld a beneficial interest in Borrower is sold or transferred) without L nder's prior written 
· consent, Lender may require immediate payment in full of all sums secured by this S curity lnstrument. 
However, this option shall not be exercised by Lender if such exercise is prohibited by Ap llcable Law. 
If Lender exercises this option, Lender shall give Borrower notice of acceleratio • The notico shall 
provide a period of not Jess tha11 30 days from the dale the notice is given in accordan c with Section 15 
·within which Borrower must pay all sums secured by this Security Instrument. IfBorrow r fails to pay these 
sums prior to the expiration of this perio'd, Lender may invoke any remedies permitt d by this Security 
Instrument without further no!ice or demand on Borrower. · 


















[Sign Orlefnal Only] 
Form 3200 1/01 
337
SIGNATURE/NAME AFFIDAVIT 
DATE: Octobar 4th, ioo2 
LOAN#: 4567 ' 
-BORROWER: Donna NicJ;ereon, Charles R Nick0raon 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT MY LEGAL SIGNATURE IS AS WRITTEN AND TYPED BELO . 
(This signature _must exactly match signatures on the Nots and Mortgage or Deed of Tru t.) 
Charies R Nickerson 
(Prtnl or Type Name) 
(If appllcabla, complete the following.) 
. I AM !'>,LSO KNOWN AS: 
,(/.be;: ,////, g.,., [0(1 ----------
(Print or Typo Name) 
· (Print or Typ• Nema) 
(Prl•t or Type Namo) 
Slgnalur& 
Slgnalum 
(Print or Typo Name) Slgnalur& 
and that N rcJt JV i vf 0r-5t)'YI a/- al, u.J ts K. /Li lei 
and the same person. 
State/Commonwealth of ID 
County/Parish of CI.EARl>D\TER 
. are one 
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SIGNATURE/NAME AFFIDAVIT 
DATE: October ith, 2ooa 
LOAN#: 4567 
BORROWER: Donna Nickarson, Cha:r:lee R Nickerson 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT MY LEGAL SIGNATURE IS AS WRITIEN AND TYPED BELO 
(This signature must exactly match signatures on the Note and Mortgage or Deed of Tru t.) 
Donna Nick<0rson 
·· (Print or Typo Nama) 
(If applicable, complete the following.) 
I AM ALSO KNOWN AS: 
(Print or Type Name) 
[Print or Type Nama) 
(Print or Type Name) 
Signature 
Slgnaturo 
{Print or Type Name) Signature 
and that l)z,viYJ jLJ l. ;Vle.lttr6&v\ 4 l)Dv111 )4- JVx1,t ~~;5~ 
and the same person. 
State/Commonwealth of ID 
County/Parish of CL:&iUWATER 
Subscribed and sworn (affirmed) before me /11re...rr.6it/ 
this 04th day of October , 2002 
ry ublic in and for 
the State/Commonwealth of 
County/Parish of CLBARWA'l!l!! 
My Commission Expires: &_ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 












CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANK, N.A.; and JOHN DOES) 
I - X, ) 
Defendants. 
-----------------
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 









Party Plaintiff, ) 
) 
PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL ) 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter- ) 
Defendant; and JP MORGAN CHASE) 





DEPOSITION OF DONNA NICKERSON 
TAKEN ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANTS 
AT LEWISTON, IDAHO 
OCTOBER 3 2012, AT 9:00 A.M. 
REPORTED BY: 





2 MR. KIPP MANWARING, Esq., JUST LAW OFFICE, 381 Shoup 





of the Plaintiff PHH Mortgage and Third-Party 
Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage, d/b/a PHH 
Mortgage. 
MR. JON STENQUIST, Esq., Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, 
Rock & Fields, Chartered, 420 Memorial Drive, Idaho 





MR. JOHN MITCHELL, Esq., Clark and Feeney, 1229 Main 
Street, Lewiston, Idaho 83501, appearing on behalf of 
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INDEX 
Page 
EXAMINATION OF DONNA NICKERSON 
By Mr. Manwaring 
4 By Mr. Stenquist 
By Mr. Manwaring 
5 
6 EXHIBITS 
7 DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 1 
(Warranty Deed) 
8 
DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 2 
9 (Promissory Note) 
10 DEPOSillON EXHIBIT NO. 3 
(Deed of Trust) 
11 
DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 4 
12 (Short Form Deed of Trust) 
13 DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 5 
(Judgment) 
14 
DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 6 
15 (Map) 




(Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third-










DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 8 108 
19 (Responses to Discovery) 
20 DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 9 115 
(Requests for Production) 
21 
DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 10 166 
22 (Letter with attachment dated 5/13/10) 
23 DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 11 170 
(Letter from Chase to Nickersons) 
24 
DEPOSITION EXHIBIT NO. 12 177 





















































THE DEPOSITION OF DONNA NICKERSON, 
was taken on behalf of the Plaintiffs on this, the 3rd 
day of October 2012, at 1229 Main Street, Lewiston, 
Idaho, before M & M Court Reporting Service, Inc., by 
Nancy Towler, Court Reporter and Notary Public within 
and for the State of Idaho, to be used in an action 
pending in the District Court of the Second Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County 
of Clearwater, said cause being Case No. CV2011-28 in 
said court. 
DONNA NICKERSON, 
a witness of lawful age, having been first duly sworn 
to tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the 
truth, testified upon her oath as follows: 
THE DEPONENT: I always tell the 
truth, yeah. 
MR. MANWARING: Thank you. This is the 
time and place set for Notice of Deposition pursuant 
to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure in Clearwater 
County, Case No. CV2011-28, the witness having been 
sworn. 
EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Would you please state your full name? 
A. Donna Nickerson. 
Page 5 
Q. And is your husband Charles Nickerson? 
A. Nick. Well, Charles, yes. 
Q. Nick? 
A. (Witness nods head.) 
Q. And you are the named defendants and third-party 
plaintiffs, as I understand this case; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Whatever your attorney told you you were, that's 
what you are? 
A. Yeah. 
Q. We understand that. That's okay. When people 
come into a deposition knowing more about it than their 
attorney does, then we know we have a problem. 
A. John -- John's the expert here. 
Q. Do you go by Donna --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- or Mrs. Nickerson? What would you prefer to 
be called? 
A. Donna. Donna's fine. 
Q. Okay. Have you ever had your deposition taken 
before? 
A. Yes, I have. 
Q. Okay. So, you know there's some ground rules? 
A. Yes. 
Q. All right. I want to make sure we go through 





















































those ground rules this morning so that everybody here 
understands the expectation. Is that okay? 
A. Okay. 
Q. As good as Nancy is, I don't know of any court 
reporter that can transcribe two people at the same 
time. And so, I will try to do the courtesy of waiting 
for your complete answer before I ask you another 
question; and if you'll do the courtesy of waiting for 
me to finish my question, that way she makes sure she 
has a complete verbatim record. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Thank you. In addition, in a deposition, a court 
reporter cannot pick up a nod of the head; and it's 
tough to distinguish between the "uh-huhs" and "huh-uhs" 
of life. So, we are going to require that every answer 
be a verbal answer. And if it's no, then it's no. If 
it's yes, it's yes. Is that okay with you? 
A. That's fair. 
Q. All right. And if I ask you a question and you 
respond to the question, the presumption will be that 
you understood the question. Is that fair? 
A. That's fair. 
Q. If you don't understand the question, would you 
please let me know so that we can rephrase it or make 
sure that we get to an understanding? 
Page 7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Very good. 
MR. MANWARING: Now, is there any 
preliminary matters we need to put on the record before 
we begin, Mr. Mitchell? 
MR. MITCHELL: No. 
MR. MANWARING: Mr. Stenquist? 
MR. STENQUIST: No. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. We'll proceed then. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Having mentioned this isn't your first 
deposition, what other depositions have you been in? 
THE DEPONENT: Do I answer that? 
MR. MITCHELL: Yeah. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. A lawsuit regarding 
this property where a drunken contractor came on the 
property, assaulted three family members and pursued --
we fired him, and he sued us. And we spent almost 
$200,000 right about the time you guys pulled your fraud 
deal here, from our perspective. 
They -- we -- anyway, we paid all of that 
out, and this all started. So, it was in defending this 
property, and so I had to give a deposition on that. 
So ... 




















































Q. So, that was an action involving a contractor 
with your property? 
A. An assault case, yes, sir. 
Q. An assault case? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was that a civil or a criminal matter? 
A. Both. Both. 
Q. There was both? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And how long ago was that that you had your 
deposition taken in that action? 
A. Years. I don't know. Five years, six years. 
don't remember. 
Q. About five years ago? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Okay. Was it more than that or --
A. I don't remember. 
Q. So, it may have been more or less? You're not 
sure? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Okay. Do you remember the name of the 
contractor? 
A. You want my name for him or -- no. It's just 
involving -- it's just a case. So -- but I have had to 
give a deposition before, yes. 
Page 9 
Q. Okay. But you don't remember the name of the 
contractor? 
THE DEPONENT: Is this relevant? Does this 
matter, John? 
MR. MITCHELL: Can we take a break for a 
minute? 
MR. MANWARING: Sure. You bet. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
9: 12 a.m. to 9: 13 a.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: We're back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. The name of the contractor? 
A. Jay Lee. 
Q. Jay Lee? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. Is that J-A-Y L-E-E? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. Two names? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Just want to make sure that there wasn't a 
Jaylee with a first name or something else. What was 
the outcome of that case? 
A. We won unanimously. 
Q. Was that through a trial? 
A. Yes. 





















































Q. A jury trial? 
A. Yes, it was. 
Q. Was that in Clearwater County? 
A. Yes, it was. 
Q. Okay. Was that jury trial dealing with the civil 
case or the criminal case? 
A. Civil case. 
Q. And was there a jury -- a separate jury trial on 
a criminal assault? 
A. Yes, there was. 
Q. And what was the outcome of that criminal trial? 
A. Judge Bradbury said not guilty. Does not mean it 
did not happen. But the way that our system is set up, 
sometimes they need additional proof than what can be 
put there, and the basis for that is difficult. So, 
therefore, we -- he went free. So ... 
Q. So, I take it it was a not guilty determination? 
A. Judge Bradbury said not guilty. Doesn't mean it 
didn't happen. You've got some real trauma issues 
there, so I'm not going to -- I'm not going to answer 
that question. I won't say not guilty. I will not --
he was guilty. 
Q. Was that a jury trial or was it --
A. It was a jury trial. 
Q. And the jury found him not guilty? 
Page 11 
A. Like I said, the -- what I was handed to read was 




Q. I'm not asking you to say not guilty or guilty. 
I'm asking you to say, did the jury find him not guilty? 
A. I would say he was guilty. 
Q. And I understand that. 
A. Yeah. 
Q. But what I'm asking you is, did the jury find him 
not guilty, 
A. I won't answer the question. I don't know why we 
want to get off on this kind of foot right here up 
front, so ... 
guilty. 
MR. MITCH ELL: The jury found him not 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: Okay. 
THE DEPONENT: That's fine. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: All right. 
MR. MANWARING: Very good. Thank you. 





















































(Deposition Exhibit No. 1 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Donna, I'm going to hand you what's been marked 
as Deposition Exhibit No. 1 and ask you to review that 
and see if you recognize it. 
A. It looks like our warranty deed, yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I'm not -- I mean, obviously, I -- I don't know. 
You know what I'm saying, I would say it looks like 
that to me, yes. 
Q. That's what it looks like to me as well. The 
person who granted or conveyed property to you is a 
Margaret Laird? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And do you know Margaret before this? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Okay. And this appears to have been done in 
September 2002; is that correct? 
A. Yes. According to this, yes, sir. 
Q. All right. Now, this shows a deed for Margaret 
Laird to Charles R. Nickerson and Donna L. Nickerson, 
husband and wife; is that correct? 
THE DEPONENT: Can I ask you a question? 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
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MR. MANWARING: Let's go back on the record. 
THE DEPONENT: My understanding was it was 
in October, but I'm not questioning that because you 
have the document. So, if this is the real thing, then 
it has to be September. But my memory was October on 
this, is when I bought the property. So ... 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. From what I see on the warranty deed here, it 
says that Margaret Laird conveyed title to Charles R. 
Nickerson and Donna L. Nickerson, husband and wife; is 
that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. Is Donna L. Nickerson you? 
A. Yes, it is. Yes, sir. 
Q. And Charles R. Nickerson was your husband? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And still is? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And then it describes some property in 
Clearwater County. And to your knowledge, does that 
accurately describe your property? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. All right. And can you tell me from your own 
personal knowledge how many acres you have on that 
property? 




















































A. It's around 50, a little bit over, I think. 
think it's a little bit -- right at 50 acres. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And tell me what improvements you have on that 
property. 
A. From the time of this (indicating)? 
Q. Or the time you bought it. Just what is --
A. There's just some buildings on it. 
Q. Okay. Tell me what those buildings are. 
A. There's a home and outbuildings, barns, that kind 
of -- you know, just farm equipment, farm buildings, 
whatever. 
Q. Okay. So, there's a home. Is there more than 
one home? 
A. There's a guesthouse on it. 
Q. (Indicating). 
A. A guesthouse. 
Q. Okay. Let's begin with the primary residence. 
What -- do you live there on that property? 
A. No, sir, I do not. 
Q. Is there a primary residence on the property? 
A. What do you mean by that question? 
Q. Like a dwelling for somebody to live there, a 
family? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And what's the size of this house? 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
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THE DEPONENT: I don't know. I don't know. 
I mean, it's a decent size home. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. How many bedrooms does it have? 
A. Depends on how you decorate it, but four plus. 
Q. And how many bathrooms? 
A. Three. 
Q. And how many other rooms would you say are in the 
house? 
A. I don't know. A few. I mean, family room, 
living room, that kind of thing. 
Q. All right. Is there a dining room? 
A. Uh-huh. Yes, sir, kitchen. 
Q. And a kitchen? 
A. It's a normal house, yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. Is it more than one story? 
A. It is. 
Q. How many stories is it? 
A. I don't know. It's, I guess, three. 
Q. So, it has a main level? 
A. Yes, sir. And then you can go up or down. 






















































Q. And on the upper floor, is that where bedrooms 
are located? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And it has a basement? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And is that a full basement? 
A. Yes, sir, walkout. 
Q. A walkout basement? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Is that basement finished? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. But you don't live there? 
A. Not as our residence, no, sir. We don't live 
there. 
Q. Okay. Is someone else living in that house right 
now? 
A. Well, we're in and out. So ... 
Q. Okay. You're going to have to help me understand 
that. 
A. Nobody is living in the home as a permanent 
residence, no, sir. 




Q. Okay. Now, you say there's a guesthouse on the 
property? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Describe for me this guesthouse. 
A. It's a few bedrooms and a bathroom. 
Q. And how close is that to the other home that you 
just described? 
A. I'm not good with distances. I don't know. 
Q. Pardon me? 
A. I don't know. I'm not good with distances. 
Q. Is it within walking distance? 
A. Yes, it is. It's just right there. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Yeah. They don't touch, but they're close. 
Q. (Indicating). 
A. They don't touch, but they are close. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Does that guesthouse have an attached garage? 
A. No. 
Q. Does it have a carport? 
A. No. Well, the carport we use for both 
properties, for both houses. 
Q. Both houses, okay. And there's two bedrooms in 
the guesthouse? 





















































A. Three, technically. 
Q. Three? 
A. Three available. 
Q. And what other rooms are in the guesthouse? 
A. Living room, bathroom. 
Q. Is this just on one level? 
A. Uh-huh. Yes. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Sorry. 





Q. Okay. Anybody residing in the guesthouse? 
A. No. 
Q. And since you received the property in 2002 from 
Margaret Laird, has the guesthouse always been there? 
A. Yes. Well, no, we -- well, the building 
structure, yes, it has. We put it in shortly after. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Has the primary house that you described 
previously, has that always been on the property? 
A. The structure was, yes, sir. 
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Q. Okay. When you say, "the structure," can you 
explain what you mean by that? 
A. It's been remodeled. 
Q. Okay. And the guesthouse was there? You 
remodeled it as well? 
A. Yes. 
Q. All right. And who has resided in that primary 
residence and the guesthouse since 2002? 
A. We own it as an additional property, is what it 
is. So, we are the ones that are in and out of there. 
So -- and, of course, our guests are. 
Q. Okay. Have you rented this property --
A. No. 
Q. -- to anyone? 
A. No. 
Q. The guesthouse? 
A. No. 
Q. And when you say that you're in and out of it, 
help me understand what you mean by that. 
A. As far as we come over to stay. It's -- it's 
more like a secondary property, you know, vacation 
property kind of thing. 
Q. Okay. So, where is your primary residence? 
A. Well, we're on the road ever since all this 





















































A. So ... 
Q. Do you have any primary residence that you have 
as your mailing address, your primary home? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What is that? 
A. It's in Montana. 
Q. And where is that at? 
A. Outside of Helena. 
Q. And do you have an address that you can give us 
for that? 
MR. MITCHELL: She doesn't want to give an 
address for that. 
THE DEPONENT: The address that was good 
enough to buy this property loan with whichever --
Coldwell. I don't know who -- how you guys -- I think 
it's you (indicating), in Redmond, Washington. And so, 
that's our mailing address. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Redland, Washington? 
A. Redmond, Washington. 
Q. That's -- right now you're in Montana? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. So, how often do you come to this property in --
A. It varies. 
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Q. Let me --
A. Okay. Sorry. 
Q. -- make sure I complete that. How often do you 
come to this property over in Clearwater County? 
A. It varies. 
Q. Okay. What's the variation there? What's the 
typical monthly use of that property? 
A. It's not consistent. 
Q. Okay. So, tell me what -- what is --
A. There is no consistency and hasn't been for ten 
years. 
Q. Okay. So --
A. Yeah. 
Q. -- what -- what happens on that property? 
A. We harvest. We have -- we have an orchard. We 
have gardens. We have -- we raise animals. We do 
things like that. And then we also have guests that we 
bring in. 
Q. And who are these guests that you bring? 
A. We have a ministry. We work with caregivers, 
pastors, missionaries, counselors, anyone who helps 
other people. We have a ministry which we bring them in 
and let them catch their breath. You know, sometimes 
they get burned out a little bit from helping everybody 
else; and so they come, they stay on the property, kind 





















































of catch their breath, go fishing, go for a ride. We 
provide, you know, just encouragement, hugs, whatever 
they happen to need so they keep doing what they do. 
Q. And how often does that happen? 
A. Routinely. 
Q. Is someone there right now, for example7 
A. There is. 
Q. And is there someone there weekly? 
A. Sometimes. It varies. 
Q. How about this year? 
A. What month are we in? 
Q. October now. 
A. October. Oh, quite a bit this year, there's been 
people, you know, there. So, probably, I don't know --
it's nothing consecutive. Someone comes in, maybe it's 
for a day, maybe it's for three days. We've had people 
for three months. It depends on what they need at the 
time. So ... And they stay there free of charge. We've 
never charged anyone to stay at our -- at our home, on 
our property. 
Q. Okay. And how often do you come and stay at the 
property? 
A. It varies. 
Q. I understand that --
A. Yeah. 
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Q. -- but you're going to have to help me understand 
how it --
A. I don't have a better answer for you. I really 
don't. That's my answer. 
Q. You raise animals on your property? 
A. I do. 
Q. Are there animals there now? 
A. There are. 
Q. How many animals do you have on your property? 
A. It -- that also varies from, you know, ten to 
100. Right now, we had pulled a bunch of animals off of 
there because when Chase, whichever -- I don't remember. 
I'm confused -- people had said you all could come and 
put a locked gate on it, and whatever was on this side 
would be a problem. And so, we farmed out animals 
different places to protect the livestock and what we 
had. So, right now, there's not as many; but that 
varies as well. Normally, I run around 78 -- 75 to 100 
head. 
Q. Of ... 
A. Of horses, llamas, cows. Right now -- and 
chickens, goats, sheep, just about everything. So, we 
had -- we had -- we were doing that, you know, to --
because I've got good ground there. So ... 





















































A. Friends, neighbors, sometimes the guests that 
happen to be there. You know, we -- everything -- we 
have automatic feeders and water and some stuff. So ... 
Q. And you said you raise crops on the --
A. Yes, we do. 
Q. What crops did you raise this year? 
A. This year? I have zucchini, squash, onions, 
peppers, tomatoes, cucumbers. I don't know if I said 
carrots or not. Potatoes, corn. We have fruit trees. 
We've put up plums. The pears are in. The apples are 
in. We have all kind of blackberries, marionberries, 
loganberries, blueberries. Actually, I may -- I'm not 
sure, I may only have one blueberry plant. We -- we 
took a hard winter last year, and I lost some 
blueberries. 
It's just an -- we just have agricultural, a 
whole bunch of stuff. So ... We also do hay. We raise 
hay, which we have not been able to because we've not 
been able to afford to fertilize for the last few years 
with all this mess going on. So, we've lost our hay. 
So, now I've had to buy it instead of raising it for the 
animals. 
Q. So, where do you -- how often do you come to this 
property in order to take care of your crops? 
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A. That varies. Right now, whenever the apples come 
in, I may be there for two weeks. I harvest all the 
apples. And if I'm putting them up this year there, 
which I won't know until I know what guests -- if I have 
any guests coming in and I need to be there, or if 
there's something else going on in the Orofino community 
I want to be a part of or, you know, whatever. It 
varies. 
So, either I'll get my apples, and I may take 
them on the road with us somewhere else, you know, 
depending on where we're going to be; or I may 
harvest -- you know, I may process them right there, or 
I may -- you know, it varies. I'm not being difficult. 
It's a truthful answer. So ... 
Q. So, have you been on this property in the last 
month? 
A. I have. 
Q. How many times? 
A. Does that mean the month of September? We came 
in yesterday. I actually don't remember when I left. I 
don't know in this month. I'm trying to remember when I 
actually -- if I'm allowed to ask Nick, I can confirm 
it, but I don't remember. 
Q. The month of September, you mean, or --
A. Yes. That's what I'm saying. I don't remember 























































A. I might have been there the very beginning of 
September for a few days, but I don't remember. 
Q. Were you harvesting anything at that time? 
A. We were. 
Q. What were you harvesting? 
A. Tomatoes. 
Q. Anything --
A. Actually, tomatoes, onions, peppers. We had 
pulled up some carrots. We didn't pull up all the 
carrots, and the corn. 
Q. Okay. And the animals you took care of while you 
were there? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. What animals? 
A. Llamas, dogs, just those that are there. 
Q. When your guests are there, are you there? 
A. At times, I am. At times, I'm not. So ... 
Q. So, sometimes you have guests there and you 
wouldn't know it or --
A. No, I always know. It's my home. It's our 
property. We know when they're there, but we don't 
necessarily -- we're not necessarily always there when 
they're there. So, I may go or, you know, another 
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friend may go. You know, one of our pastors or whoever 
that we know, you know, or one of the neighbors may let 
them in also. 
Q. Okay. Does somebody, a neighbor or friend, have 
keys to your property? 
A. When I need them to they do. They don't have 
them all the time. 
Q. So, would they have them now, for example? 
A. I don't know the answer to that question without 
asking my husband. So ... 
Q. I see. 
A. I'm sorry. 
Q. Well, you can only tell me what you know. 
A. Yeah. Yes, sir. 
Q. Aside from the guesthouse and the -- what I call 
the primary residence on the property, you mentioned 
there was some outbuildings. Tell me about the 
outbuildings on the property. 
A. Workshops, barns, chicken houses, a root cellar, 
which is caved in, broken right now that we can't fix 
until we get this all back on track. But we have a root 
cellar. That's about it. 
Q. You say barns. How many barns are there? 
A. There's -- again, we have a couple of buildings 




















































portion of this I use for some animals. But it's also a 
workshop. It's also -- there's a carport that we'd --
you know, that we would have. There was -- there's ATV, 
you know, facilities there. So, technical barn, there's 
one large one. 
Q. One large barn, 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. The shop building, do you have room in there for 
animals if you need to? 
A. If I needed to, yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. How big is your large barn? 
A. But the shop is mine, sir, than for animals. 
mean, it would have to be a favorite animal that went in 
there. 
Q. I understand. 
A. Yes. 
Q. How big is the large barn 1 
A. It's big. 
Q. Help me understand what big is. 
A. We put our hay in it. We put some horses in it. 
I mean, I don't know. It's a good size barn. 
Q. Is it two level? 
A. Uh-huh. It can be. It's -- there's -- there's 
some loft space. 
Q. Okay. All right. 
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A. Uh-huh. 
Q. What other buildings? You've said chicken 
houses. Is there more than one chicken house? 
A. Just -- well, yes. Yes and no. We have one 
primary one that I use, but we do have, if we have 
babies and stuff like that, have other places we can 
have those. So ... 
Q. I see. Okay. 
A. Or we raise them as birds. When we do that, you 
know, we don't put them in the chicken house with the 
egg layers, because you have to have food for them all 
the time. 
Q. And what other buildings are on the property 
besides what you've just mentioned? 
A. I think that's it. 
Q. That's it? Do you nave any, like, equipment 
sheds or --
A. We store that in part of the workshop complex 
little thing, so --
Q. Okay. 
A. -- the equipment goes there, yes, sir. 
Q. Any other smaller sheds on the property? 
A. Not that I can remember. 
Q. Okay. I take it the property's improved with 
corrals? 























































A. The fencing is nice on the property. 
Q. Okay. What I want to ask is, all of the 
outbuildings that you've just described to me, were they 
on the property in 2002? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you put all of those buildings on yourselves? 
A. All of -- structurally, everything has been 
redone and everything remodeled since we purchased the 
property. So, there may have been a structure sitting 
there, but it has -- I mean, we redid the roof. We 
redid all the siding. We redid the wall structure 
inside. We -- you know, everything basically. It may 
sit in the exact same location, but pretty much minimal 
is similar. 
Q. Okay. So, what you're telling me --
A. And I don't think there's a piece of tin that was 
there in 2002, okay? Or I don't think there's any 
exterior stuff that was. 
Q. So, if I understand what you're telling me then, 
the structures may have been there in 2002, but you've 
improved them by putting new roof, new siding, perhaps 
new interior? 
A. New insulation, new windows, new doors, new 
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everything, yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. 
A. They've been completely restored. 
Q. The corrals that you say are on the property --
A. No, those were not there. 
Q. They were not there? 
A. No, sir. The barn was not there. 
Q. So, you --
A. None of the -- none of the round pens, none of 
the fencing, none of that was there. 
Q. So, is it fair to say that since 2002, you've put 
all the fencing that's on the property? 
A. I would say the majority of it. If it has not 
been replaced, then it was -- you know, posts were 
replaced, wire was, you know, retied up or whatever. 
So, it's been all maintenanced. So, even if it's not 
all new. And there's only a little bit down in the 
hayfield that's not new. 
Q. Okay. 
A. So ... 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 2 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 




















































Deposition Exhibit No. 2. If you'd look that over. 
A. Okay. (Witness complies.) Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you recognize what Deposition Exhibit 2 is? 
A. I'm seeing my signature on it. I'm assuming this 
is what we did at the title company. Is that -- you 
tell me what it is. 
Q. I don't know if you did it at the title company 
or not, because I'm not sure. 
A. Okay. 
Q. But the front page of that says it's a note. Do 
you see that? 
A. That's why I questioned if that's what it was. 
There's another -- there's a document that's missing 
here. We -- the deal is, we requested and required a 
mortgage deed on this thing, because we -- it was a 
SO-acre parcel, and we wanted that. And there's an 
additional page that they had to fax over to someone at 
Coldwell and get them to sign that stated the deal about 
the 50 acres. I don't remember. I know there was a 
problem with -- there was an addendum to this. But yes, 
sir, I do recognize what you're handing me. 
Q. Okay. You say there was an addendum to this note 
that had to do with the property, itself, being more 
than 50 acres or around 50 acres? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. Okay. Do you remember signing some addendum? 
A. Yes, sir. We have a -- I believe it's been 
provided to you guys. I know we provided it to our 
attorney. 
Q. Okay. 
A. It was to make sure that we -- because we were 
supposed to be getting a mortgage deed. We went in 
there, and then the stuff said something different. And 
so, we made sure that we had that before we went 
forward. 
Q. Okay. All right. Now, on this note -- this is a 
promissory note. Is that how you understand it7 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And the balance or the principal amount of that 
note, according to the first paragraph there, is 
285,000? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. What was that amount used for? The 
285,000, what was that for? 
A. I don't understand the question. 
Q. You got $285,000; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What was that money for? What did you use it to 
do? 
A. This is to buy the property, correct 





















































Q. That's what I'm asking you. 
A. Okay. Yes, I guess. 
Q. Okay. All right. So, the 285,000 went to 
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purchase this roughly 50 acres in Clearwater County? 
A. It's 50. Yes, sir, it's 50 acres. 
Q. Okay. But that's where that money went? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And do you note also -- no pun intended, 
do you note on this first page of this Exhibit 2 where 
it says interest, it says there's an interest rate of 
6. 280 percent? 
A. Okay. 
Q. Do you see that? 
A. Okay. Yes, sir. 
Q. You understand that that means you'd be paying 
interest on the $285,000 at 6.28 percent per annum? 
A. That is what your note says, but I did question 
this there too, because the -- whatever the number they 
had given us that that was what our interest rate was 
going to be is different. But what they explained to us 
is it's because of how you all work it out or whatever, 
it comes out a little bit different. But yes, I did 
sign this and I did owe it. And all we could have done 
is hand shaken on it, and I would have still paid the 
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money. 
So, no problem. I don't have problems, if that's 
what we're trying to do is get to the fact, do I owe you 
this money, or do I -- do I owe the money for the 
property, yes, I did. Do I think I do now? No, but 
that's a different story. 
Q. Maybe just --
A. I understand. Yes, sir. I just -- I have no 
problem, if that's what you're trying to do is get me to 
agree, yes, I borrowed some money to buy this property 
at an interest rate right around six percent to pay you 
back, no problem. 
Q. Okay. And you acknowledge that there was to be 
monthly payments; is that correct? 
A. Yes, I did. 
Q. Okay. 
A. PHH just quit taking them. 
Q. And on Page 3 --
MR. MITCHELL: Can we take a break for a 
second? 
MR. MANWARING: Sure. Yeah, let's do that. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess 
from 9:39 a.m. to 9:49 a.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: Back on the record. 




















































Q. Okay. Donna, if you'd turn to Page 3 of 
Exhibit 2. 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 
Q. Does your signature appear on that page? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you agree that is your signature? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And if you'd turn to the fifth page of 
that exhibit. 
A. (Witness complies.) 
Q. And that's a signature/name affidavit. Does your 
signature appear there? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And that is your signature? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And the -- according to this affidavit, 
you're known as Donna L. Nickerson and also Donna 
Nickerson? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And then, Donna, do you agree that you 
made this promissory note in order to repay the loan of 
285,000? 
A. Yes, sir. 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 3 marked for 
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identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Now, Donna, we'll hand you what's marked as 
Deposition Exhibit No. 3, which purports to be a deed of 
trust. If you'd just make sure you're familiar with 
that document. 
A. (Witness nods head.) 
Q. You're familiar with it? 
A. Basically, yes, sir. 
Q. I know that's a little --
A. Sorry, it's been a lot of years. 
Q. -- a little substantive to ask somebody because 
most people, when they sign things at closing, don't 
even read them. So, this deed of trust, on the first 
page, states that it's granted by Donna Nickerson, who's 
the borrower. Do you see that? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And the lender is Coldwell Banker Mortgage; is 
that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And on the second page, this is to -- under 
Paragraph E, identifies a note that means the promissory 
note signed by borrower and dated October 4th, 2002. 
The note states that borrower owes lender $285,000.00. 
Did I read that correctly? 
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1 A. Yes, sir. 
2 Q. And you're looking at Exhibit 2 now, which 
3 happens to be the note. I think you're checking to make 
4 sure the amount's correct? 
5 A. Yes, sir, because you're going to ask me that 
6 question. 
7 Q. And you're satisfied the amounts are correct? 
8 A. Yes, sir. It appears so, yes, sir. 
9 Q. Okay. And does your initial appear at the bottom 
10 of Page 2? 
11 A. Yes, sir, it does. 
12 Q. And is that your husband's initial next to yours? 
13 A. Yes, sir. 
14 Q. And have you initialed every page? 
15 A. Yes, sir. It appears so. 
16 Q. Now, on Page 3 --
17 A. Okay. 
18 Q. -- it gives -- are you on Page 3? 
19 A. Are you counting this as Page 1 (indicating)? 
20 Q. Yes. 
21 A. Then I'm on Page 3, yes, sir. 
22 Q. Okay. It has the parcel ID number there at the 
23 lower center of that pages and gives an address of 3165 
24 Neff Road? 



























Q. Is that the -- roughly, the common address of 
your property? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. Now, this isn't within the city of 
Orofino, is it? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Okay. I wanted to make sure. If you'd turn --
A. I mean, it's not -- it's outside where they have 
the little signs that says you're entering. 
Q. Okay. 
A. So, if I'm wrong on that, it's because I don't 
know. 
Q. Well, I don't either. 
A. I just know when I drive in, it has that, you're 
entering the city -- you know, those little signs. 
Q. Okay. Now, if you look at what is listed as Page 
14 of 15 on Exhibit 3 -- and my count, it's about the 
third page from the back. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Do you see signatures on that page? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you recognize those signatures? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What signatures do you recognize? 



























Q. Okay. And on the page after that, is there any 
notary that has notarized you and your husband's 
signatures? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And that is October of 2002; is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And if you wanted to look back at Exhibit 1, it 
still says September. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Those things happen. 
A. Okay. 
Q. All right. And on the last page of Exhibit 3, it 
gives a legal description. Do you see that? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And if you look at Exhibit 1, from what you can 
tell, is that the same legal description? 
A. It appears to be, yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. From what we can gather, you obtained a 
$285,000 loan to purchase the 50 acres of property 
outside of Orofino in Clearwater County, and you gave a 
promissory note to agree to repay that amount, and you 
gave a deed of trust to secure that note. Is that your 
understanding? 
A. I understand I gave a mortgage deed of trust, if 
that matters. But, yes, sir, everything you said --
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1 Q. Okay. 
2 A. -- was correct, other than that. 
3 Q. When I say "deed of trust," you're saying that 
4 was, in your mind, a mortgage deed of trust or 
5 something --
6 A. It wasn't in my mind. It was what we talked --
7 there were two different ways that we could have gotten 
8 it, and we requested a mortgage deed. 
9 Q. Okay. 
10 A. So ... 
11 Q. And did you sign something besides this deed of 
12 trust we've looked at, Exhibit No. 3? 
13 A. Yes, sir. The paper that mentioned the 50 acres 
14 made a point of that. So ... 
15 Q. Okay. Do you know what paper that was? Did it 
16 have a name? 
17 A. It was a fax. 
18 Q. It was a fax? 
19 A. Yeah. We questioned what we were signing to make 
20 sure that what we were getting was what we had been 
21 told. And this was a sheet with a very strange closing, 
22 and we -- so, we made sure that we understood it. So, 
23 they called -- the lady that was doing it called 
24 Coldwell, and they faxed over that paper. And then she 
25 told us that makes sure that you guys are okay. So ... 
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1 Q. Okay. You don't know what that paper was 1 you mean by that7 
2 offhand7 2 A. Well, I mean, I -- yes, I -- I -- they give us a 
3 A. It's been given to you. 3 loan, yes, sir. 
4 Q. Okay. You don't know what it is offhand7 4 Q. Okay. And how much was the loan? 
5 A. It made -- we were -- it said that it was 5 A. This says 396,000. 
6 50 acres and that it was a mortgage deed -- 6 Q. Is that how much the loan was? 
7 Q. Okay. 7 A. I do not know. 
8 A. -- is what I understood. 8 Q. You don't know how much you got? 
9 EXHIBITS: 9 A. No. 
10 (Deposition Exhibit No. 4 marked for 10 Q. What did you use that loan for? 
11 identification.) 11 A. I do not know. 
12 BY MR. MANWARING: 12 Q. Have you paid that loan off? 
13 Q. And I'm handing you, Donna, a document marked as 13 A. No. 
14 Deposition Exhibit 4. Do you recognize that? 14 Q. Okay. So, that loan is -- are you still making 
15 A. Not yet. 15 payments on it? 
16 Q. Okay. 16 A. Yes, sir. 
17 A. Can you tell me what it is? 17 Q. Okay. How much are your payments? 
18 Q. Have you had a chance to look through that? 18 A. I do not know. I'm going to guess -- no, I'm not 
19 A. Yeah. 19 going to guess. We just make payments every month. 
20 Q. Does that -- do you recognize it at all? 20 So ... 
21 A. My signature is on it. I'm assuming this is -- 21 Q. You don't know what your monthly payments are? 
22 it's a loan. It says it's another -- it says it's a 22 A. Not off the top of my head, no. 
23 deed -- a deed of trust, so... 23 Q. Okay. Who makes the monthly payments? 
24 Q. Okay. I was going to say, according to the front 24 A. One of -- on this, I usually do, but I don't 
25 page, the first page, it says this is a short form deed 25 remember exactly the amount. So ... 
·························· ············+··············· 
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1 of trust; is that correct? 
2 A. Yes. 
3 Q. And the trustor or grantor that's shown on that 
4 first page is Charles R. Nickerson and Donna L. 
5 Nickerson, husband and wife? 
6 A. Yes, sir. That's us. 
7 Q. That's you and your husband? 
8 A. Yes, sir. 
9 Q. Okay. Same address on Neff Road? 
10 A. Yes, sir. 
11 Q. That's the address of your property? 
12 A. Yes, sir. 
13 Q. And this was done in February of 2007? 
14 A. Okay. Yes, sir. 
15 Q. All right. And this was with Wells Fargo Bank? 
16 A. Yes, sir. 
17 Q. Did you obtain another loan on your property? 
18 A. Yes, sir. It's a second, yes, sir. 
19 Q. And this second loan in Paragraph No. 3 says the 
20 total amount is not to exceed 396,000? 
21 A. Yes, sir. 
22 Q. And did you receive 396,000? 
23 A. I don't know the answer to that. I have a second 
24 on this. 



























Q. Okay. Who makes --
A. The only reason I'm dealing with this is because 
it's on this property (indicating). That's the only 
reason I deal with it. So, yeah. 
Q. Okay. Who -- who usually, between you and your 
husband, makes the monthly payments on expenses? 
A. Well, before you all destroyed our world, he did 
all of it, and I didn't know anything about the money. 
So, I'm dealing with all this stuff. It varies. 
Q. So, how long have you been making the monthly 
payments? 
A. It varies. I don't do it every month. It 
depends on who's got the few minutes to take care of it. 
Q. So, it used to be your husband would make all the 
payments? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And would you make payments by check, money 
order? 
A. Yes, sometimes. It depends. We have different 
ways that we pay. 
Q. Okay. 
A. So ... 
Q. Have you used a personal check before? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. 





















































Q. Do you still use personal checks? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. Okay. Have you used money orders before? 
A. Yes. 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. So, on Page 2 of Exhibit 4, is that your 
signature? 
A. Yes, it appears to be. 
Q. And is that your husband's signature? 
A. It appears to be, yes, sir. 
Q. And on the last page, is that the notary that 
says that Charles R. Nickerson and Donna Nickerson 
appeared and signed that document? 
A. There is a notary seal, yes, sir. 
Q. And does it say that you appeared and signed that 
document? 
A. No, sir. Appeared, yes, sir, it does. I'm 
sorry. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And that apparently happened in Cascade, 
Montana? 
A. No, sir. I don't know where --
Q. Where it says, the county of Cascade, Montana? 
A. I don't know where Cascade, Montana is. 
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Q. I'm just looking at the acknowledgment that's on 
that last page. 
A. I don't think I've ever been to Cascade. I don't 
know where -- I don't know that. 
Q. Okay. It says --
A. I don't know where that is. 
Q. I'm just going to read it. I'll see if I read it 
correctly. It says, state of something crossed out, 
looks like Idaho. And then below it says Montana, 
county of Cascade. Did I read that correctly? 
A. County of Cascade, I don't know where -- I mean, 
if I signed it, that's where I was. She -- yes, I'll 
say that, but I don't know where Cascade County is. 
Q. Okay. But the question I just asked is, did I 
read that correctly where it says --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- state of Montana --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- county of Cascade? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Oh, wait a minute. Is it in Great Falls? She's 
saying Great Falls. It's Great Falls. That's fine. 





















































A. I've never been to Cascade, I'm sorry. I'm not 
going to say yes. But now I have because it's in Great 
Falls. Okay. 
Q. And do your initials appear by the inserted 
Montana? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And has this loan to Wells Fargo been paid 
off? 
A. It has not. 
Q. And the loan to Coldwell Banker hasn't been paid 
off either? 
A. No, sir. 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 5 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. Donna, I've handed you what's been marked 
for identification as Deposition Exhibit No. 5. You've 
seen that before? Do you recognize what that is? 
A. I picked this up at the courthouse. Yes, I do 
recognize it. 
Q. Okay. All right. 
A. I do not owe the money. It was filed without us 
being served notice or anything else. So, yeah. 
Q. This appears to be a judgment; is that correct? 
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A. It was a judgment that was gotten without proper 
procedure being filed. My understanding is it's been 
dropped, but maybe that's not the case yet, but we'll 
see. 
Q. Okay. Yeah, I'm not here to --
A. That's fine. 
Q. -- discuss whether or not there's merit to it. 
I'm just asking if there's a -- that's a judgment; is 
that correct? 
A. This -- this attorney was no longer working for 
us when he incurred these costs, so ... 
Q. All right. This is a judgment by a law firm 
known as Knowlton and Miles? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Had they represented you at some point in time? 
A. They did. 
Q. And for what? 
A. The lawsuit dealing -- dealing with this 
property. 
Q. Okay. So, the prior lawsuit that you explained 
to me --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- earlier today? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And they were your attorneys at that time? 






















































Q. Okay. And is this judgment supposedly for fees 
you owed them? 
A. Don't know what it's supposedly for. We were 
never given anything, other than finding out that this 
was on there. And this is when it all came about, so 
(indicating)... My understanding was this had been 
dropped. But if not, I guess we can pursue the issues 
we need to to get it dropped. 
Q. Yeah, that -- I couldn't tell you that one way or 
another. 
A. Yes, sir. Okay. 
Q. All I know is it shows up as a judgment. 
A. That's fine. 
Q. And just to help you understand, when a bank, 
such as my client, is foreclosing on property --
A. Right. 
Q. -- anyone who has an interest of record, which 
includes a judgment creditor --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- has to be identified in the foreclosure 
process to make sure that any interest is wiped out. 
A. Okay. 
Q. And so, when a judgment appears of record, then 
we want to find out what happened. 
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A. Right. Okay. 
Q. All right. 
A. That's fine. 
Q. It's your understanding that this judgment is 
dropped or something taken care of? 
A. Yes. That's what I understood from -- that it 
was going to be. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I don't know the status. 
Q. All right. Do you know if there's ever been a 
satisfaction of the judgment filed? 
A. What does that mean7 
MR. MITCHELL: Whether it's been satisfied, 
paid. 
THE DEPONENT: I didn't give him any money 
at this point. I paid this guy -- we won a $200,000 
lawsuit that, you know, we won unanimously and got 
nothing back. So, no, I didn't give him any more money. 
Not going to. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. So, I guess, what --
A. And he went on after he was fired and -- yes, 
sir, no. 
Q. Yeah. The question --
A. I didn't satisfy it, unless somebody else did, if 
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1 that's what that means. 
2 Q. All right. So, the question is, do you know 
3 whether a satisfaction of judgment has been filed? 
4 A. Have no idea. 
5 Q. Okay. And apparently, they're asking for a total 
6 amount on that second page of 14,534.23? 
7 A. That is what he got the judgment. I've never 
8 seen an invoice, never seen what services were performed 
9 or anything else. So, yeah. 
10 Q. Apparently, that's the amount of judgment they're 
11 asking for and what they received? 
12 A. That's what it says, yes. 
13 Q. And to your knowledge, it hasn't been paid? 
14 A. I've not given him any money. 
15 Q. Okay. That's what we're trying to find out. 
16 A. Okay. 
17 Q. So, if that judgment still appears of record as 
18 affecting the title of the property that you own in your 
19 names, that -- apparently, it hasn't been resolved. 
20 Would that be your understanding? 
21 A. If that's what you're all telling me, then yes. 
22 Q. Okay. 
23 A. Okay. 
24 Q. And sometimes people don't know those things. 
25 That's okay. 
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1 A. Okay. 
2 Q. Nothing wrong with that. If I wasn't the lawyer, 
3 I probably wouldn't know those things, nor care about 
4 them, frankly. 
5 A. Unless you -- sorry. 
6 (DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
7 EXHIBITS: 
8 (Deposition Exhibit No. 6 marked for 
9 identification.) 
10 BY MR. MANWARING: 
11 Q. Donna, I've handed you a document that's marked 
12 for identification as Deposition Exhibit No. 6. And 
13 I'll -- just to help you, it's my understanding this is 
14 a printout from a title company to give a rough 
15 depiction, an illustration, of where your property is 
16 located. If you look at the center part of that on the 
17 left center, do you see a square that has the name 
18 Nickerson in the center? 
19 A. Yes. 
20 Q. And then do you see a smaller little square to 
21 the lower left-hand side of that one? 
22 A. Yes, sir. 
23 Q. From your understanding, does that equate to your 
24 property? 
25 A. That looks right, yes, sir. 












Q. Okay. Now, on your Exhibit No. 6, could you, 
with your pen, just make a circle as to where the 
primary house is located on that property? 
A. Can I ask my husband, or no? 
Q. Doesn't -- just do the best you can. 
A. Okay. 
Q. If he wants to come over later and correct it, he 
can, because he'll get the same chance. 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 
Q. He didn't seem to object. 

















Q. Just to make sure I'm clear, you put a solid 
black dot --
A. Yes,sir. 
Q. -- at the -- what I would describe the right-hand 
end of a line that goes back and forth between the 
littler smaller square to the left and the larger square 
on the right; is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And that black dot represents the location of the 
primary residence? 
A. I think so. 
Q. Roughly, 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Nobody is going to hold you to a --
1 A. Thank you. 
2 Q. -- survey description here, so ... 
3 A. Okay. 
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4 Q. Now, where would the guesthouse be in relation to 
5 that black dot? 
6 A. Right beside it. 
7 Q. Okay. And the outbuildings? 
8 A. Primarily, all of them are there. And then there 
9 would be a barn over in here somewhere (indicating). 
10 Q. And you pointed to a barn that would be located 
11 somewhere in the smaller square on the left-hand side, 
12 A. Yes, sir. 
13 Q. Okay. Is the entire property fenced? 
14 A. Yes, sir, and cross-fenced. 
15 Q. (Indicating)? 
16 A. And cross-fenced. 
17 Q. Tell me what you mean by that. 
18 A. I think we've got six or seven pastures. 
19 Q. Okay. 
20 A. Six or seven pastures. 
21 Q. You have partitions inside your property for --
22 A. Yes, sir, animals. 
23 Q. -- pastures, 
24 A. Yes, sir. 




























(Deposition Exhibit No. 7 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Now, first off, I recognize that we're dealing 
with legal documents, and you likely relied upon your 
attorney to help you --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- in preparing some of these. But you would 
have had to provide information to your attorney in 
order to get him able to put into words what is 
contained in some of these legal documents. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. So, I need to ask you some questions about this 
particular one, okay? 
A. Okay. 
Q. All right. Now, this is your -- you and your 
husband's, I should say, Amended Answer, Counterclaim, 
Third-Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial; is that 
correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Now, on Page 2 --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- the first paragraph is labeled No. 1 on the 
top. It simply says you are denying certain paragraphs 
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1 that were in a Complaint that our office filed. I'm not 
2 going to ask you about those. That's just a general 
3 denial. I get that. 
4 Underneath it says, Second Affirmative Defense. 
5 It says, plaintiff's causes of action are precluded by 
6 the doctrines of waiver, estoppel and !aches. Do you 
7 know anything about that? 
8 A. Tell me what those words mean. 
9 Q. That's what I wanted to find out. 
10 A. Okay. The -- are you asking me what those words 
11 mean? 
12 Q. Yes. 
13 A. I'm assuming -- just whatever I think it would 
14 mean? I mean, is there a reason why -- I'm not an 
15 attorney. That's why I pay him, right? 
16 Q. Well, that's one of the reasons, I would think. 
17 A. Okay. The reason -- any questions I didn't 
18 answer is either, "A," I thought it was none of your 
19 business. "B," I thought it didn't relate to the case. 
20 The issue is whether or not you guys let me make 
21 payments and whether -- or whether you -- I was in good 
22 standing and whether you tried to foreclose on our 
23 property. And that's what the issue here was. 
24 Q. Okay. 
25 A. So, to me, my answers to John, which he may have 





















































used a special word, was, I don't think it's any -- I 
don't see how it's -- it has any bearings on it. The 
issue really is, did you or did you not let us make 
payments; and are you or are you not trying to foreclose 
on my property? And so, I'm assuming those would be the 
reason -- what those words mean legally. 
Q. Okay. So, it we're trying to foreclose on 
property, and what you're saying is one of the defenses 
you have to the foreclosure is waiver? 
A. Okay. 
Q. Do you understand what that would be, why there 
would be waiver that would be applied to us for 
foreclosing on your property? 
A. My understanding is, if we shake hands -- I mean, 
I'm a cowgirl. If we shake hands and I'm going to sell 
you a horse and I said -- or you're going to sell me a 
horse and I say I'll give you this money, and then I go 
to give you the money and you refuse to take the money, 
you know, we've got a problem here. You can't then try 
to sue me if I'm trying to make my payments. So, I 
don't know that that applies or not, but that's my 
understanding of the note, is how that works. 
Q. Okay. All right. 
THE DEPONENT: Do you want to explain --
MR. MITCHELL: Well, I mean, I guess -- I'm 
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trying to -- you know, I mean, it's -- it's, you know, 
an affirmative defense that was pied. The -- you know, 
their legal defenses. You know, they're -- the legal 
defenses are generated on -- you know, from the facts 
that occurred. You know, I would be a little remiss if 
I didn't plead what I thought would be the appropriate 
legal defenses for you know, for the Nickersons, 
so ... 
MR. MANWARING: Right. And that's why, 
seeing them, I just wanted to find out that they are 
aware of some facts that would support those legal 
defenses, because if -- if there aren't facts that 
support them --
THE DEPONENT: Well, for one thing, I can 
use you all's words. It annoys, harasses, embarrasses. 
I don't know what all words you all use on every single 
question that you all answer. And it's very simple. I 
asked every conversation be taped. Now, we say --
before I ever talked to Chase, you know, or anybody else 
about it, I say, can you tape this conversation? The 
recorder says you can. Please do. 
I then proceeded to say, I want to keep the 
property. I have the money to make the property (sic). 
We've been lost in your system. We simply need somebody 




















































in your answers, that you can't answer that, you object 
to this question because it annoys, harasses and 
whatever you. And so, I would say that that also could 
be part of the definition, is it annoys, harasses me. 
Some of your questions, I just don't see how 
they're -- if we did not answer, I didn't feel like it 
applied. So ... 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. 
A. And --
Q. What I need to ask you about and what I am asking 
you is -- again, we understand your attorney, as he has 
explained, makes legal defenses to --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- allegations or complaints that are alleged. 
But those defenses have to have a factual basis for 
them. If they don't have a factual basis --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- then we're entitled to have the judge strike 
those defenses. So, what I'm --
A. Factual -- okay. 
Q. What I'm asking you is, the defense of the 
doctrine of waiver, do you know facts that suggest 
something was waived by PHH Mortgage's legal position? 
MR. MITCHELL: And I'm going to object to 
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that because the way you frame question, you're asking 
her to make a legal conclusion. 
MR. MANWARING: Well, let me ask her this 
way. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Is there anything in the facts as you understand 
it that suggests PHH waived a position that it had? 
A. Yes, sir. When you -- from the moment you took 
the note, you would not receive a payment from me. 
Q. Anything beyond that? 
A. Would not communicate with us. We -- you 
proceeded with a non-judicial foreclosure when I was 
talking to Just Law, very clearly visited with them, 
showed them what -- here's our situation, this is where 
we are. 
I was told it didn't matter; that you all were 
going to go ahead. The way that this thing works is 
they're going to go ahead and foreclose, and then that 
we can go back and have a -- some kind of a refine 
period or something; that we could go back later if we 
wanted to and file a lawsuit. I explained what kind of 
damages this was doing to our family. I explained all 
the hardships and proved to them, hey, this is -- and, 
in fact, we had 50 acres. We have, you know, what we do 
on it. And they proceeded. 





















































So, I would say, from a lender's standpoint, you 
waived getting to have a whole lot of gripe rights with 
me at that point, if I'm trying to pay you and you won't 
let me pay you. 
Q. Okay. 
A. So, I think that's one standpoint. 
Q. Any other facts that support waiver? 
A. I'd like to reserve a right to answer that 
question later. Let me think about it. I don't 
remember all of them. 
Q. Well, that's why we're here at deposition, is to 
find out what you know. 
A. Yes, sir. But I -- I may have -- I guess, how do 
you all word this thing? You'll get more discovery 
later. Give me a little time to think about it. Maybe 
I'll come up with more answers. 
Q. Actually, discovery is over, but --
MR. MITCHELL: Well --
THE DEPONENT: I'm not -- yeah. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. I just need to know also, Donna, what facts do 
you believe exist that support the notion of estoppel? 
A. Define estoppel for me. 
Q. I'm just asking you if you know what estoppel is. 
A. I'm asking you if you'll define it for me first, 
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and I'll tell you if I know what it is. 
Q. I cannot. 
A. Then I cannot answer it either. 
Q. Okay. So, you don't know what estoppel is? 
A. Didn't say that. I want to know what you -- your 
definition of estoppel is first, because that's -- even 
the -- even a concept of the word "exit," it could mean 
exit outside, or it could mean exit to another room. 
Q. Well, this --
A. So, I would need you to define to me, are you 
asking me is that the exit to go outside, or is that the 
exit to go into the other office? 
Q. Well, that's --
A. So, I need your definition of estoppel to tell 
you if I understand it. 
Q. Yeah. Let me -- let me explain how this works to 
you. 
A. Okay. 
Q. This is your pleading (indicating)? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You said estoppel. 
A. Okay. 
Q. It's your definition, not mine. 
A. Okay. 





















































THE DEPONENT: I'd like to get a breath for 
a moment. 
MR. MITCHELL: Yeah, let's take a break. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
10:21 a.m. to 10:37 a.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: Back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. I think we were at estoppel. 
A. If my understanding, looking at the word is, it 
means stop something; that I would say things like, you 
know, continued to hit our credit, damage our credit. 
There was false credit reporting that we were telling 
you guys that never got changed. There were things like 
sending people up to the property, taking pictures of 
our property, even though you already had -- telling us 
to call you even though we already had an attorney 
representing us. We asked that that be stopped. 
Even this last month, in fact, just a few weeks 
ago, the guy was up there threatening a friend of ours, 
saying he can come on through; that there's a -- you 
know, just being very aggressive. 
So, I -- if that's what that means, again, those 
are things that should have been stopped. And then on 
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the -- so, that's it, sir. 
Q. Okay. 
A. But I -- again, what I would like to defer on 
that is, we gave our attorney all the facts, and then 
he's the one that knows which words most best convey to 
you, as another attorney, what we're feeling or 
thinking. So ... 
Q. I understand. 
A. Okay. 
Q. I just want to find out from you --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- what you understand those facts to be. 
A. Okay. Yes, sir. 
Q. Any other facts that relate to that issue? 
A. I'll think about it and just give it to you next 
time we talk. 
Q. This will be the last time I'm sure we're going 
to be here doing depositions. 
A. Okay. 
Q. All right. 
A. I guess it will be in front of the jury. And I 
don't know, if I have to answer the question again, I'll 
try to have a better answer for you, a more complete 
answer. 
Q. But as you're sitting here today, that's what you 





















































A. At the moment that I can remember. 
Q. Okay. 
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A. Not expecting the question and needing to think 
it through, yes. 
Q. The Fourth Affirmative Defense you've listed 
states that we have failed to act in compliance with the 
Federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Can you explain what the facts are that support 
that? 
A. Well, for -- one of the very basics is, if you 
have a note with somebody and they're trying to make 
payments, you have to accept those payments. 
Secondly, I would think -- and this is not in any 
way comprehensive, just off the top of my head, that in 
the event someone is -- my understanding of the whole 
fair -- that we all help pay for this whole housing 
thing that they did, was that if someone was trying to 
stay in their home, it is the mortgage company's 
responsibility to make an attempt to keep them -- to 
keep in their property, keep in their home. 
We made every attempt to do that with you guys, 
and you all did not in any way -- you, PHH specifically, 
did not respond, period, to that. And Just Law was 
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aware -- or you're Just Law, they're PHH (indicating). 
MR. MITCHELL: No, you have it backwards. 
THE DEPONENT: Whatever. Just Law, whoever 
represents --
MR. NICKERSON: Just Law and PHH are the 
same. 
THE DEPONENT: Thank you. Okay. Well, Just 
Law and PHH were well aware of our -- the fact that we 
were trying to make payments, thoroughly aware -- in the 
spring of 2010, with Bradon Howell, very clearly 
understood, and you guys all refused to do that. So, 
that breaks federal debt. 
And I don't know, there were, like, 16 or 17 
of them that we found when we did our research and we 
talked to other people that we felt you guys had broke. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. You'll have to explain those to me. Tell 
me. 
A. I can't do that off the top of my head. I'm 
sorry. 
Q. Well, I have to know what you know in order to 
make a --
A. Actually, you have an e-mail from Genworth, which 
is the PM! company, that details it all for you, because 




















































they sent you e-mail after e-mail saying, the 
Nickersons, there's no reason for there to be a 
foreclosure. They contacted your department. Their 
legal department contacted your department saying 
there's no reason for this to be going through. The 
Nickersons have, you know, talked with us. They've 
shown us what we can do. This thing should be over, and 
you're damaging, I mean, their whole life. You're 
destroying their credit here. They're -- you know, 
they're losing income. This was all going on, and Just 
Law was aware of all of that, was -- that's all going on 
in the spring of 2010. So ... 
Q. Okay. So --
A. So, you've got e-mails in the information already 
in your possession --
Q. Whatever --
A. -- that should detail that stuff for you. 
Q. Whatever Genworth said in its e-mail, that's one 
of your facts that's saying that that's a violation of 
the Fair Debt --
A. The biggest violation is cowgirl. You shake my 
hand, I tell you I'm going to pay you. You give me a 
product that's mine. I go in and prove it, and then you 
come back and say, I won't take your money; but now that 
you've made all these nice improvements, we're going to 
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flip a house here and see if it's upside down, one 
that's the other way, and we're going to make a bunch of 
money. I don't think anybody can call that a fair debt. 
On cowboy land, they kick somebody for that kind 
of behavior. So, that's -- that's my definition. I 
tried to pay you. You didn't want to take the money. 
Q. Okay. Any other specific violations you're aware 
of, of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act? 
A. You guys never made any offers, gave us any 
opportunity to -- to remedy this thing, which has -- my 
understanding is, has to be done. We were not serviced. 
We were not given notifications, the rig ht ones. 
From what I understand, you guys continued to --
again, the credit, you didn't even have the note until 
June of 2010, but you showed on my credit report that 
you had -- it had been bad all this other time. 
Now, after reading your interrogatories, you all 
are coming back that they were just servicing it. But 
that's not what they're -- okay. I'll stop. Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: Yeah. 
THE DEPONENT: The rest of my answer is 
just, I need to think about them, and I'll give you the 
rest later. I don't know. That's all I can remember 
right now. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 





















































Q. So, what you're telling me is, what you can 
recall right now is what you've explained to me are the 
violations of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act? 
A. I also would think that all the phone calls we 
made to you guys trying to work it out and the -- and 
the abuse to -- as far as -- that's more on the Chase 
side, but as far as the abuse, how we were treated, how 
we were handled when we did talk to customer service 
representatives. I would think that would go to --
against fair debt. I would think that calling our cell 
phone when we repeated -- or the number that you have 
for us and having messages, or whatever you call those. 
They're recordings, not even human. And we asked, can 
you all please -- you know, don't do this. If you want 
to talk to us, let us -- you know, let us know, we'll 
give you a call. You know, have a real human call us. 
Don't just run up our minutes. It's costing us money, 
and we're out there working, trying to pay you -- you 
know, have money to pay bills. 
I would think all of those -- the harassment 
there. Sunday mornings, after hours, 6:00 a.m. calls, 
whatever. You know, all those things, I would -- they 
definitely cross those borders. 
Q. Now, do you have record of your cell phone that 
show those calls were made --
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A. We'll have to --
Q. -- at improper hours? 
A. We'll have to see. I can probably get -- I'll 
see what I can do. I don't know if I have it or not 
right now. So ... 
Q. If you have them, would you provide them to your 
counsel, who can get them to us? 
A. Yes, I can do that. 
Q. We need to see that. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Do you have copies of your credit history 
reports? 
A. You do. I know that you all do. 
Q. You've provided all those to us7 
A. You had them, because your people were pulling 
them up and talking to us. 
Q. Has your attorney provided them to us? 
A. I don't know the answer to that. 
Q. Did you provide some to your attorney? 
A. I don't remember. I don't know for sure. 
Q. What I'm asking you --
A. This has been four years of crap. Sorry. Bottom 
line. So, I don't have a remembrance of what's been 
done. So ... 




















































history reports from four years ago? 
A. What are you looking for on the credit report, 
and I can answer? 
Q. I'm just asking if you have copies. 
A. I don't know. I don't know if I can put my hands 
on that or not. But I do know that I can -- I know I 
can prove it was perfect prior to this. 
Q. I'm just asking, do you have copies of that? 
A. I know people who probably do if I don't. 
Q. But you don't have copies of it? 
A. What part of the answer "I don't know" is not 
acceptable? I'm sorry. 
MR. MITCHELL: You don't have a copy of --
you don't -- you don't think you have a copy of it? 
THE DEPONENT: I don't --
MR. MITCHELL: She's not sure if she has a 
copy it of it. 
THE DEPONENT: I'm not sure if I have a 
copy. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. Can you obtain copies of your credit 
history report for the last four years? 
A. I don't know without making phone calls. 
Q. Who would have copies of these if you don't have 
them7 
A. I'm assuming the credit bureau. 
Q. Is that who you'd contact? 
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A. That's one of the people. I mean, I would have 
to go see. 
Q. So, can you contact whatever credit bureaus 
you're familiar with and obtain copies of your credit 
history? 
A. I can -- I will say this. If you're asking can I 
get you something, I will provide proof that you guys 
have reported falsely. I will say that definitively. 
Q. Okay. What -- what proof can you provide to me 
that shows that? 
A. I should be able to get something from the credit 
report. It would be very simple. If you guys are 
claiming that I've not paid you for all this time and 
you did not own the note, that's false credit reporting. 
And I know I can prove that. 
Q. And what proof do you have for that? 
A. I would be able to contact the credit bureau. 
also -- whenever we deposed some of the Chase employees, 
we discussed that with them. 
MR. MITCHELL: Can we take another break? 
MR. MANWARING: Sure. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess 
from 10:47 a.m. to 11:30 a.m., and then from 11:30 a.m. 
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1 until 2:15 p.m.) 1 do you have? 
2 BY MR. MANWARING: 2 A. Okay. A foreclosure on -- being reported does 
3 Q. You should have Exhibit 7 with you still. 3 hurt, damage, destroy credit. 
4 A. Okay. 4 Q. Okay. 
5 Q. And if you'd turn to Page 6 of Exhibit 7. 5 A. And then beyond that, I will have to look and see 
6 A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 6 what else we can show. 
7 Q. Paragraph 36 states, as a result of this matter, 7 Q. Anything else beyond the foreclosure report? 
8 Nickersons' credit rating has been destroyed. 8 Anything that's affected you? 
9 A. Uh-huh. 9 A. I'm sure lots of things did, but, again, I'll 
10 Q. Did I read that correctly? 10 have to look at that. 
11 A. You did. 11 Q. Okay. 
12 Q. What documentation do you have that demonstrates 12 A. So, I don't have anything at this time. 
13 your credit rating has been destroyed? 13 Q. All right. Would a judgment affect your credit 
14 A. Well, we'll have a lot more documentation once 14 rating? 
15 your answers are forthcoming that can show all of -- 15 A. Pardon me? 
16 MR. MITCHELL: Let's go outside. 16 Q. A judgment? 
17 THE DEPONENT: All right. 17 A. I don't know. I'm not an attorney. 
18 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess at 18 Q. I'm just asking if you know. 
19 2:17 p.m. to 2:18 p.m.) 19 A. If it were recorded and everything else, I don't 
20 MR. MANWARING: We're back. 20 know. Not like a foreclosure. 
21 BY MR. MANWARING: 21 Q. The judgment that you have there that's Exhibit 
22 Q. What documentation do you have that supports the 22 No. 5 --
23 factual allegation that your credit rating has been 23 A. Is to my -- go ahead. 
24 destroyed? 24 Q. That's been recorded, correct? 
25 A. At this point, I don't have the documentation. 25 A. I don't know. 
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1 Q. Okay. What documentation do you believe exists 1 Q. Does it show a recording stamp on there? 
2 that would support that? 2 A. I don't know if that's been reported to a credit 
3 A. I will have it prior to trial, I mean, as we 3 bureau. 
4 continue to look. 4 Q. All right. 
5 Q. I understand that. But what documentation do you 5 A. I know you have been reporting to -- what you've 
6 believe that will consist of? 6 done has been reported to a credit bureau, and it did 
7 A. Whatever I need to prove it. 7 damage me. So ... 
8 Q. What would that be? 8 Q. Okay. Would a judgment affect your credit? 
9 A. I'm not an attorney. I don't know. But I -- 9 A. I would like to defer to my attorney to ask that 
10 yeah. 10 question. 
11 Q. Well, what do you think -- 11 Q. Well --
12 A. I had a perfect credit report. 12 A. I don't know. I'm not an attorney. 
13 Q. Well -- 13 Q. I know. I'm asking you whether you know. 
14 A. It's no longer. So, I'll have to prove that you 14 A. I don't know. 
15 all caused that. 15 MR. MITCHELL: Well, I think actually she's 
16 Q. Okay. Donna, you have to wait for just a minute. 16 already answered that she doesn't know. 
17 A. Okay. 17 MR. MANWARING: She doesn't know. 
18 Q. Remember at the first of this, I explained that 18 MR. MITCHELL: So, I think that's been asked 
19 only one of us can talk at a time. 19 and answered --
20 A. Okay. 20 MR. MANWARING: All right. 
21 Q. And so, we'll have to have mutual courtesy not to 21 MR. MITCHELL: -- sufficiently. 
22 talk over the top of each other. What I'm asking you 22 BY MR. MANWARING: 
23 is, you're making the allegation that your credit rating 23 Q. What other -- what documentation do you have that 
24 has been destroyed. That has to be based on something 24 shows your credit rating has been destroyed besides a 
25 that is tangible, not just a thought you have. So, what 25 report of a foreclosure? 





















































A. I don't have any documentation. 
Q. Okay. Have you seen your credit rating? 
A. I've been told what it is. 
Q. Have you seen it yourself? 
A. I don't know for sure. This has been a four-year 
process, so I don't know. 
Q. Okay. Have you had a copy of your credit history 
given to you? 
A. I have -- actually, I've seen it on a computer 
screen, yes. 
Q. Where was that at? 
A. Talking to a banker. 
Q. Where was that at? 
A. At a Chase Bank. 
Q. Where at? 
A. Couldn't tell you right now. I've lived on the 
road. I'd have to go look at where my -- you know, to 
find out where I would have been at the time. 
Q. And it had your credit report on a screen? 
A. They had a credit score to show me what it was. 
Q. Okay. But I asked you if you've seen your credit 
history, a report of your credit history. 
A. I have seen it before, yes. 
Q. Okay. Do you have a copy of it? 
A. I don't know. I think I answered that question 
earlier too. 
Q. All right. 
A. So ... 
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Q. So, you don't have anything that shows you, that 
you've relied on to say, my credit rating has been 
destroyed? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What have you relied on? 
A. The fact that the bank calls me and wants to 
refinance something, and then when they pull it up and 
they tell me I can't because of where my credit is, 
that's pretty valid proof. And that's one thing. 
There's multiple things like that that we can use. But 
no, right now, I don't have any documentation, which is 
what your question was. 
Q. Okay. Well, let's keep referring --
A. So, I'll get some documentation prior to trial 
where there's a jury and a judge. 
MR. MITCHELL: Okay. We got to go outside. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. Sorry. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess at 
2:22 p.m. to 2:23 p.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. We're back on the 
record. 




















































Q. You mentioned that there was this incident at a 
Chase Bank some unknown time ago. And then you 
mentioned that there were multiple things like that that 
you'll have ready for trial. That's why we're here 
today, is to find out what you know prior to trial. And 
we're entitled to know all that. 
So, what are the multiple things that you're 
referencing, that you're relying upon, that shows your 
credit history has -- or credit rating has been 
destroyed? 
A. My current credit score. 
Q. Anything beyond your current credit score? 
A. And all the things that is associated with it 
that has brought that current credit score to where it 
is, which I will have to get documentation to bring. 
Q. And what are these other multiple things you were 
thinking of? 
A. How many times you hit my credit, repetitively, 
weekly at some times I was told; the -- the fact that, 
you know, you've got a perfect score, now you don't have 
a perfect score; the fact that -- because of what the 
damaging credit score has done to us and our abilities, 
you know, just as far as our life, the way we had it, 
how that affected us. Whatever it takes to show what 
the credit score did, that's what I'll have 
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documentation. I don't know what that is at this time, 
and that's my final answer on that. 
Q. All right. So, right now, while you're sitting 
here, you don't know what that documentation is? You 
don't have possession of it, is what you're telling me? 
A. Discovery is still -- or I don't know. 
MR. MITCHELL: Just -- yes, just answer the 
question. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. I don't know. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Well, I'm not -- that's not what we're asking. 
You don't know if you have possession of that 
documentation? I think we better go back and ask the 
question again. 
MR. MITCHELL: No, I think she's already 
asked and -- you've already asked and answered. And, 
you know, her answer is that she does not have, you 
know, possession of that documentation. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. So, the answer is she 
doesn't have possession of that documentation? 
MR. MITCHELL: That's correct. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Also in Paragraph 36, it says in the second 
sentence, Nickersons have subsequently lost out on 





















































several business opportunities as a direct result of the 
actions of Coldwell, Chase and PHH. Did I read that 
correctly7 
A. You did. 
Q. What are the several business opportunities 
you've lost out on as a result? 
A. I don't have that documentation right now. 
Q. Do you possess that documentation? 
A. If it's not in my possession, we'll get it. 
Q. And what would that --
A. But I don't have -- I do not know where the 
documentation is at this moment. 
Q. What documentation would that be? Do you know 
what that would be? Apparently, you're thinking about 
something that you could have documentation for. I want 
to know what is it that you're looking for. 
A. The documentation that will show that due to your 
actions, I do not have -- that we've lost out on income. 
Q. Okay. Well, do you have documentation that shows 
an employment contract that was provided that was 
withdrawn because of a poor credit rating? 
A. The poor credit rating has affected us on getting 
income, on getting work, yes. 
Q. Okay. What -- what documentation do you have 
that shows that? Or what documents exist that show 
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that? 
A. I'll provide that -- I don't have the 
documentation with me at this time. 
Q. Okay. But do you possess any documentation of 
that? 
A. I will possess it, or I will attempt to possess 
it to secure that, yes. I'm still looking for it. 
Q. Okay. So, the answer is, no, you don't have any 
of that documentation in your possession? 
A. At this time. 
Q. Right. 
A. Okay. 
Q. And who would be these business opportunities? 
Who are you talking about? Is this an entity? Is this 
persons? 
A. Multiple situations. 
Q. Okay. Can you explain what those would be? 
A. Because of our credit rating, I'm not able to 
secure contracts that otherwise I would have secured. 
Q. With who? 
A. What do you mean, with who? With the different 
people that we work with. 
Q. And who is that? 
A. Well, as soon as I know which ones -- what I'm 


























don't know at this point. 
MR. MITCHELL: Well, come on. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
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(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
2:27 p.m. to 2:33 p.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: We're back on. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. The question is the identity of the 
persons offering you the several business opportunities. 
A. A few of them that was discussed was AT&T had 
offered us -- Nick actually put in their 9-1-1 systems. 
He was there. He was a professional consultant. He was 
there doing the entire system whenever they went live 
with that, the 9-1-1 transovers. And they started doing 
next gen stuff. They offered us a role. The reason he 
was not able to step into it is our credit rating. 
Another one is, T-Mobile has -- just this year 
alone, probably 40 different management opportunities 
have come our way, where they've contacted -- head 
hunters have called in to put him in roles. Once we get 
to the credit check part, because they're not all -- I 
guess everybody is not talking to each other. And once 
we get to the credit check part, every time has been the 
same situation, can't put you into this level. 
Another company is Financial Services Company out 
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1 of Virginia. Went through all the interview processes, 
2 went through everything else. He was -- he was 
3 shooed-in until we went to do the final employee stuff. 
4 They need a social in order to make that happen. They 
5 ran a credit check, came back and said no. 
6 So, those are three. And we can give more as I 
7 have opportunity to remember and get the documentation. 
8 So ... 
9 Q. As you're sitting here today, do you know more 
10 than those three? 
11 A. Not off the top of my head. I'd have to think 
12 about it for a while. 
13 Q. Any --
14 A. But yes, those are all -- you know, you're 
15 looking at quarter-of-a-million-dollar-a-year contracts. 
16 And those are -- probably we hit about a couple hundred 
17 head hunters a year that -- the last four years that 
18 have, you know, contacted us. I just don't have the 
19 name of every single one of them to say to you, hey, 
20 this person did, this person did. But, you know, that's 
21 it. 
22 Q. From any of those --
23 A. And that's just in that regard. Sorry. 
24 Q. You have to wait for me to --
25 A. Okay. 





















































Q. Any of the three that you've mentioned --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- do you have a letter from them saying, we 
cannot offer employment because of your credit rating' 
A. I don't at this moment, but I -- you know. 
Q. Did they send you a letter to that effect? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. Did they provide you with a copy of a 
contract that shows what the value of that contract 
would be if the credit rating had been approved7 
A. Well, it's -- I don't know if you're a 
professional -- if you've ever done any professional 
consulting. That's all taken -- that's verbal 
contracts. You agree to all that to the very end. Once 
the final signoff happens, then you sign something. 
It's a process. 
So, since we didn't make it there because of the 
credit and have never been refused before that, then 
there was not a contract forthcoming. So, I do not have 
a contract to show you. 
Q. No contract from any of the three you've 
mentioned? 
A. I do not believe so. 
Q. Okay. So, all this was verbal discussions? 
A. Verbal contracts, yes. The same way we've done 
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it forever. You make a verbal agreement, and the next 
thing you know, you're onsite making money. So -- up 
until now. But that's the way the consulting world 
works. 
Typically, the first day -- in fact, a lot of 
times, when the thing gets signed is the first on -- at 
the office in there. You'll go in, they'll give you 
your employee badge or whatever you're doing, and then 
that's when you sign. So, that's very standard that you 
do not have a contract until that point. 
Q. If you look at --
A. At least in our experience. 
Q. If you look at Paragraph 37 --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- it says, as a result of this matter, 
Nickersons' reputation has been irreparably damaged. 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. Did I read that correctly? 
A. You did. 
Q. What of your reputation has been irreparably 
damaged? 
A. We've taught financial -- financial courses to 
different people. We're in ministry. We work with 
pastors, churches and whoever teaching and have for over 




















































bill late until all of this happened. 
PHH had Just Law post in a local newspaper in 
Orofino, Idaho, where our property is and that part of 
the ministry is centered, had them post in a newspaper 
that we were having the property foreclosed on, a 
non-judicial foreclosure, which they knew at that time, 
we had all talked about it, and it was not supposed to 
have gone through. They knew who my attorney was, how 
to get a hold of me. But instead, they posted it in the 
newspaper, and people called us to tell us they saw it 
in the newspaper, and what in the world was going on? 
So, that's how. 
Q. That's the damage to the reputation? 
A. Whenever you're in the ministry, your testimony 
is your reputation, and it is the basis of what you do. 
In addition to that, what Nick does is, he goes in --
for instance, AT&T had just made an involuntary 
contribution of over $2 million to the sec for 
noncompliance issues. They hired Nick to come in and 
fix the problem with their entire 9-1-1 program. 
When your credit is destroyed (indicating), then 
they're a little scared on something that's a 
30-plus-million-dollar project to bring someone in, 
whose credit is in the basement, to come in to try to 
fix their problem. If he can't take care of his own 
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money, he probably can't take care of theirs. 
So, our reputation professionally and with the 
ministry has -- has -- has been irreparably damaged 
there from a standpoint of just testimony. People don't 
understand. 
You may not -- I don't know what your religious 
affiliation is, but when a man -- in the Christian 
world, when I say I will do something, I'll do it. And 
most people that know Donna Nickerson or Nick Nickerson, 
a handshake is -- in fact, Wells Fargo Bank, that's the 
relationship we've had with them. They give us large 
sums of money just on little signature loans. We don't 
not pay our bills, unless someone doesn't, you know, 
take the money. But at any rate, now where our 
reputation is, I cannot finance a lawn mower if I needed 
one this afternoon. So, you know. 
Q. I know you're telling me your story. 
A. Yeah. 
Q. I understand that. 
A. That's fine. 
Q. But I'm not getting the information that I'm 
looking for here. And that is, what you're telling me 
is your reputation was irreparably damaged because a 
notice of publication showed up in a newspaper in 
Orofino, Idaho; is that right? 





















































A. And the fact -- all the foreclosure proceedings 
as a whole, yes, sir, because what our reputation is 
based on is our integrity. 
Q. And what of the foreclosure proceedings and of 
the publication was a damage to the reputation' What --
what happened to damage the reputation? 
A. I --
Q. I guess I'm not communicating --
A. No, I've already answered, or I feel like I've 
already answered the question. 
Q. Because you're in the ministry and somebody 
thinks you're being foreclosed, that's damaged your 
reputation? 
A. Yes, sir, it has. 
Q. Anything else that's caused damage to your 
reputation? 
A. I don't think there's anything else needed. A 
good name's rather to be chosen than riches, in our 
opinion. And we have been -- our reputation is based on 
who we are and what -- you know, what we do, what we 
say. 
And by you guys doing this (indicating), it makes 
it look like we're not paying our bills. I mean, right 
now, if I needed to go borrow some money from a neighbor 
to get some hay, there would be a question of, I wonder 
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if they'd pay. And that's something caused by you guys. 
Q. You haven't made a payment to PHH in over two 
years. 
A. You have refused to take a payment for over two 
years. I attempted to. 
Q. You haven't made the payments required under your 
note when it was serviced by Chase. 
A. That's an inaccurate statement. 
Q. That's what the payment history shows. 
A. That's an inaccurate statement. 
Q. Okay. So, you have some documentation that you 
can show us that shows you made every payment in 2008 
and 2009? 
A. Every payment that has ever been allowed to be 
made to Chase or to PHH has been made. In January of --
or -- yeah, January of 2010, I was current with Chase. 
You took the note in February, and you would not accept 
a payment from that point on. 
Q. Well, you weren't current. That's the problem. 
And don't --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- don't couch it in terms of every payment 
that's allowed. I want to know, do you have a copy or 
documentation that shows --
A. I do, uh-huh. 
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1 Q. -- a payment for every month for the amount 
2 that's due for all of 2008 and all of 2009 under the 
3 promissory note that you signed with Coldwell Banker? 
4 Do you have a copy of that? 
5 A. I plan to have a copy of that. I do not have all 
6 documentation in my possession at this point. 
7 Q. So, what you're telling me is you don't have 
8 possession of documents that show that? 
9 A. At this time. At this moment, that's correct. 
10 Q. Okay. And we talked earlier this morning about 
11 when payments were made, whether you made them by check 
12 or money order. And you mentioned it was mostly by 
13 check. 
14 A. Or cash. 
15 Q. Or cash? 
16 A. Yes, sir. 
17 Q. How many of the payments in 2008 were by cash? 
18 A. I do not remember at this time. 
19 Q. Did you receive a receipt at the time? 
20 A. We did. We would have, yes. 
21 Q. How about 2009 --
22 A. Yes, sir. 
23 Q. -- how many were made by cash? 
24 A. More in 2009. 



























A. There were -- yes, we did. 
Q. And do you have copies of those receipts? 
A. I do not have them with me at this moment, at 
this time, but I plan to try to produce those, yes. 
Q. Okay. And in the notice of the deposition that 
we sent you, we asked you to bring with you all written 
records, including but not limited to deeds, letters, 
memoranda and notes in your possession regarding the 
allegations that are set forth. Did you bring any of 
those documents with you? 
A. I have anything that I had available to bring 
with me at this time, at this moment, yes. I did not 
have anything with me right now. 
Q. So, you didn't bring anything --
A. Because I've given John a bunch of stuff already 
that's already been given to you. I also planned on 
having your -- the Answers to Interrogatories, which 
would have had some of that stuff. And I have not 
receive those. 
MR. MITCHELL: (Indicating). 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. Yes, sir. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
2:44 p.m. to 2:52 p.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: We're back on the record. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
www.mmcourt.com DONNA NICKERSON 10/3/2012 
365
Page 94 
1 BY MR. MANWARING: 
2 Q. I think I was making sure that we were clear on 
3 this record that while you're sitting here today, you do 
4 not have possession of any copies of receipts or 
5 cancelled checks showing payments made in 2008 and 2009. 
6 A. That is correct. 
7 Q. Okay. Do you possess such records in your 
8 possessions? 
9 A. I should have them. 
10 Q. And where would they be? 
11 A. In a folder somewhere. I do not have them at 
12 this time. 
13 Q. Well, I understand you don't have them today. 
14 I'm saying, where would they be in your possession? Do 
15 you keep a box at home, in a file cabinet? Are they in 
16 Orofino? 
17 A. They -- we should -- I should have possession. 
18 do not know where they are at this time. I have no 
19 idea. 
20 Q. Okay. So, you just don't know where they might 
21 be? 
22 A. I do not know. 
23 Q. Okay. Now, if, in fact, your documentation does 
24 not show that you made all of the payments required 
25 under the note in 2008 and 2009, would you then agree 
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1 that you had not made all those payments? 
2 A. I will not. 
3 Q. You still believe you made them? 
4 A. Yes. 
5 Q. Even though you don't have any documentation to 
6 show that? 
7 A. Normally, when I deal with creditors, they send 
8 me a statement, which would have prove -- I would have 
9 that now to prove it, but I did not get statements from 
10 March of 2009 on. So, I don't have that to rely on. 
11 So, now I'm just looking for a little receipt or a note 
12 for yes, we did on this date. 
13 So, yes, I -- it doesn't matter. I -- I know I 
14 made the payments. We know where we were, and we know 
15 your people said we were on -- on -- that it was good. 
16 So ... 
17 Q. Well, I know that's your position. 
18 A. Okay. 
19 Q. Not surprisingly, we disagree with it. That's --
20 A. Yeah, that's fine. 
21 Q. -- why there's litigation. 
22 A. Yes. 
23 Q. What I'm asking you is, if your records that you 
24 have do not show that you made all of the required 



















































those payments were not made7 
A. I will not agree to that. 
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Q. So, your position is, whether you have records or 
not, you made all of the payments? 
A. I made every payment that I knew to make, yes, 
sir. 
Q. Well, I don't know what you mean by "knew to 
make," but all of the payments that would be required by 
the note that you signed? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And that would be --
A. My understanding is I'm current. 
Q. That would be a monthly payment? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And our understanding is you're not. So, 
it's not a matter of understanding; it's a matter of 
record. 
A. Okay. 
Q. So, I'm trying to make sure I'm clear --
A. Certainly. 
Q. -- whether you have with you somewhere in the 
world of your lives, the record, the documents, the 
receipts, the cancelled checks that show payments for 
each month of 2008 and 2009. 
A. I am hoping to produce those. 
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Q. Okay. And if you cannot produce those records 
that show those payments, your position is that you 
still believe you made them? 
A. I don't --
MR. MITCHELL: That's been asked and 
answered. 
THE DEPONENT: Thank you. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Go ahead and answer that. 
A. No. 
MR. MITCHELL: Well, I don't think she needs 
to. She's already answered that question. 
MR. MANWARING: I'd like her to answer that 
question on that position. 
Would you read the question again? 
(Whereupon, the court reporter read back the 
previous question.) 
THE DEPONENT: I don't believe. I know I 
made them, yes, sir. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. 
A. Thank you. 
Q. Now, on Paragraph 6 of Exhibit 7 -- Page 6, 
sorry. Paragraph, page, whatever. Page 6, 
Paragraph 39, you state, as set forth above, Nickersons 




























have always been willing and able to pay the obligations 
under the note. Coldwell, Chase and PHH have failed to 
act in good faith in this matter and refused to 
cooperate with and work with the Nickersons in resolving 
a matter that was created by the accounting errors and 
notice errors by Coldwell, Chase and PHH. 
The first question is, did I read that correctly, 
A. Yes. 
Q. Can you tell me what the good faith breach was 
that PHH or Coldwell caused by your allegation that they 
refused to cooperate with and work with? 
A. Repeat your question. 
Q. Sure. What -- what facts are you relying upon in 
making the allegation that PHH and Coldwell refused to 
cooperate with or work with you? 
A. The note was in perfect standing until Chase took 
it. When Chase took it, we ran into one nightmare after 
another. We have paperwork issues from insurance to all 
kind of things. We have not been able to get our hands 
on statements, the whole thing. 
At that time, we thought everything was good with 
Chase. They transferred the note to you in February. 
At least that's what you told us. Initially, it was 
February the 4th or 5th, right in there. And then you 
refused to take -- you began proceedings on the 12th 
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1 and -- foreclosure proceedings, never worked with us. 
2 We said, we're in good standing as far as we 
3 know. You said, then you have to go to Chase and prove 
4 it. We went back to Chase. They said all notes have 
5 been transferred to PHH. And I would say that's acting 
6 in -- that's failing to act in good faith of trying to 
7 work anything out with us to keep our property. 
8 Q. Okay. Anything else factually that would be --
9 A. Not at this time. 
10 Q. Okay. All right. So, that's the breach of the 
11 covenant of good faith? 
12 A. That you refused to take payments, yes, sir. 
13 would say that's kind of it in a nutshell. 
14 MR. MANWARING: I don't have any other 
15 questions of Donna at this time. 
16 EXAMINATION 
17 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
18 Q. Thank you, Mrs. Nickerson. My name is Jon 
19 Stenquist, and I am an attorney representing J.P. Morgan 
20 Chase Bank at this time, a party that you have sued for 
21 damages. 
22 I'd like to back up a little bit and ask you 
23 some -- some background questions. What is your 
24 education level? 




















































Q. And where was that? 
THE DEPONENT: John? 
MR. MITCHELL: Let's go outside for a 
second. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
2:59 p.m. to 3:08 p.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: Okay. We're back on the 
record. 
THE DEPONENT: Yes, sir. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Earlier, you testified that you have a doctorate. 
A. That's right. 
Q. Is that a Ph.D.? 
A. I'd -- what I'd like to go on the record as 
saying is that we do not -- we do ministry. We do it 
interdenominationally, and I would rather not deal -- or 
I don't want to put it on the record. We don't use it 
in any of our other stuff because it does affect us with 
our ministries because we do work across the board with 
multiple ministries. And what it does is, it pigeons us 
into a certain camp and -- you know, because I attended 
this college or I attended this college. 
And so, in all these years of marriage -- of 
ministry, we've never used our education. Instead, our 
reputation is what precedes us, and people pass that. 
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So, for those reasons, I would like to not get into that 
an awful lot. 
Q. Well, let's back up a little bit. Did you 
graduate from high school? 
A. I did. 
Q. And where did you go to high school? 
A. In Florida. 
Q. And what high school was it? 
A. Once again, I -- I don't see, you know, why I 
need to -- to get into all of that. The other thing 
that I do, I guess, that he mentioned, just to mention 
to you guys, we do -- I do a lot of critical incident 
counseling. I am internationally certified in that 
regard. And so, it's just a matter of -- as part of the 
ministering that we do a lot of different things. And 
that kind of education --
Q. Was the high school you went to, was it 
accredited? 
A. It is. 
Q. And then after high school, did you go to 
college? 
A. I did. 
Q. Which college did you go to? 
A. That's what we just discussed. I don't -- I 
don't want to answer the question for those reasons. 





















































Q. Was it -- was it the seminary that you referenced 
earlier? 
A. Pardon me7 
Q. Was it the seminary you referenced earlier, or 
was it --
A. I've been to more than one college --
Q. Okay. 
A. -- at this point. I've had education ongoing for 
a II these yea rs. 
Q. But you don't want to -- you don't want to say 
where you went to college? 
A. No. And, again, because if I'm not going to use 
that out in my field where it would help me, then, you 
know, for a lawsuit where the reality is it's kind of 
just more of a curiosity question than anything else, I 
don't see why then I -- I need to disclose it. 
Q. It's not a curiosity question. 
A. Okay. 
Q. I'm trying to get at your education level --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- because you are suing my client for damages 
under various theories, including that you were 
defrauded. And your understanding of the loan documents 
is relevant, so your education is relevant. 
A. Okay. But I've conceded on the loan documents 
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very clearly that I understood we were to pay them back; 
that that was not a problem at the time. 
Q. Did you understand everything in the loan 
documents? 
A. Everything that was explained to me, as you all 
explained it. My understanding was based on what was 
presented to me from Coldwell at the time. 
Q. And did you agree to everything that was 
contained in the loan documents? 
A. As far as ... 
Q. All of the -- all of the terms contained in the 
loan documents, did you agree to those terms? 
A. I agreed to pay back the amount of money, 
whatever it was, the 285 -- I don't remember the exact 
amount -- at that interest rate over the course of time 
making monthly payments, which is -- yes, sir, that's 
what I understand. 
Q. Did your education after high school deal with 
any subjects relating to finance7 
A. I do some financial counseling, so I've had 
some -- you know, some -- some training in that, yes. 
Q. And where was that training? 
A. Once again, I -- you know, that's part of 
education. So ... 




















































A. I will concede that I am able to read a contract, 
if that's what the purpose of this is. 
MR. MITCHELL: Come on. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess 
from 3:12 p.m. to 3:23 p.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: Would you read back the last 
question? 
(Whereupon, the court reporter read back the 
previous question.) 
MR. MITCHELL: Yes. 
THE DEPONENT: Yes, I have. Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: She's happy to talk about --
you know, she's not comfortable saying where she went to 
school. But with regards to education, my understanding 
is you're happy to tell what kind of classes you took, 
you know, whether it be accounting, you know, financial 
management or this or that. Just would not -- you know, 
so the -- the underlying, you know, basis of the 
education is, but not where she went. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. And what classes were those? 
A. I've had accounting classes. I've had financial 
management. I've had business management. Off the top 
of my head, that's what I can --
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Q. Have you had any finance classes? 
A. I'm trying to -- I had principles of finance, I 
think, at one point, yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. And this is --
A. It's been a lot of years. Sorry. 
Q. Okay. Let's follow up on that. When -- when did 
you attend --
A. Through -- over the years, it's just been ongoing 
education. So ... 
Q. Beginning when? 
A. Early '80s. 
Q. And what was your -- what was your last class 
that you took? In what year? 
A. I had some coaching courses recently. I do -- I 
do some coaching. 
Q. Okay. How about classes you've taken, classes 
you've taken over the years? When was the last class? 
A. That's what I said. I did some coaching classes 
recently. 
Q. You participated as a student? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How about your work history? Are you currently 
employed? 
A. We -- through -- through our ministry, we do --
we're self-funded. And so, we have -- we do different 




















































projects and things like that, yes, sir. So, I'm 
self-employed. 
Q. Self-employed? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And how do you -- how do you earn money then? 
You said different projects? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. What type of projects? 
A. Consulting. We do all -- a whole bunch of 
different things. We ranch. We --
Q. And --
A. -- do professional services kind of stuff. 
Q. Explain to me what consulting work you do with --
in specifics. Who do you consult with? 
A. Like if you -- we do designer website. We do 
some different types of design for different companies. 
We help some small -- as far as doing some basic 
business management counseling, things like that, you 
know, how to get things ... 
Q. And do you have any records, like tax records or 
financial records, that show how much money you earned 
through your consulting business? 
A. Yes. Well, I can show that, yes, sir. 
Q. Where can you show that? 
A. What do you mean? I mean, as far as giving you 
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an affidavit or whatever of what our income -- what we 
do, yes, sir, I can do that. 
Q. Have you filed -- have you filed tax returns over 
the last four or five years? 
A. I have. 
Q. And do you have those with you today? 
A. I do not have those, no. 
Q. Will your tax returns outline how much money you 
made in your consulting business? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And do you separate farm income from your 
consulting income? 
A. We don't -- it's not like that. It's -- it's all 
as one. Yes, primarily -- it's primarily just from the 
businesses we have, as far as different professional 
services that we provide. So, we're kind of -- it's a 
unique situation, so ... 
But what we would do is just provide a -- we can 
provide documentation for what we have earned, yes. 
believe you've already been given that. I believe that 
was already provided. 
Q. The documents that were provided to me by your 
attorney are attached to your responses to discovery, 





















































MR. STENQUIST: Let's mark this as 
Exhibit -- are we at 8? 
THE REPORTER: Yes. 
MR. STENQUIST: -- 8. 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 8 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. We asked you a series of questions requesting 
documents, including your tax returns. And I do not see 
that you've provided any tax returns for this document. 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Do you have tax returns to provide? 
MR. MITCHELL: Let's go off the record. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
3:29 p.m. to 3:43 p.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: Let's go back on the record. 
For the record, we have taken quite a few breaks today, 
probably half a dozen breaks since our lunch. We also 
agreed and stipulated to take an extra long lunch so 
that counsel could discuss with his client the rules of 
this deposition. It's important for the record to note 
that we have spent time asking essentially basic 
questions and have not been receiving answers that are 
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required under the rules. 
And at this point -- and if counsel has 
anything to add -- I would like to instruct the witness 
to answer the questions, or we will suspend the 
questioning and come back at the cost of the Nickersons 
in order for us to complete this deposition. We will go 
to the judge and get an order from the judge as to the 
propriety of these questions. 
Do you have anything else to add, Counsel? 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
MR. MITCHELL: No, I don't. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. So, Mrs. Nickerson, I asked you previously if you 
had filed tax returns with the IRS, and you answered 
that you had. Have you filed your 2011 federal tax 
return? 
A. I want to back up to what you all just discussed. 
I'd like to talk to my client -- or my attorney. Can we 
go off the record for just a second? 
Q. No. Let's stay on the record, have you answer 
the question. Have you filed your 2011 tax return? 
A. I won't answer the question until I talk to my 
attorney. 
Q. Have you filed your Idaho state income tax return 
for 2011? 
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1 A. I was told I could have a break if I needed it. 
2 That came from the video we watched. 
3 THE DEPONENT: Is that not true, John? 
4 (DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
5 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
6 Q. You can have a break after the question's been 
7 answered. 
8 A. I don't have an answer for you until I talk to my 
9 attorney. I'm sorry. I would like to work with you, 
10 but I also would like to talk to my attorney. 
11 MR. MITCHELL: I guess I'd like you to just 
12 answer those questions, and then we can -- that question 
13 and then take a break. But ... 
14 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
15 Q. Let's do that. 
16 A. The reason I'm not going to answer the question, 
17 unless he can say this question doesn't belong to what 
18 he just said about me having to pay for the next 
19 depositions -- or the next come back together. If he 
20 wants to stipulate this question is not in his little 
21 whatever just then, that's fine, I'll answer the 
22 question. 
23 I'm not trying to be difficult, but I am trying 
24 to protect my family at the same time. You all have not 



























but I just want to ask a question. 
MR. MITCHELL: Donna, I'd like to see you 
answer those two questions because they're yes or no 
questions, I think, with the understanding that a~er 
you answer those questions, then you and I can step 
outside. 
THE DEPONENT: Can I ask Nick? 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
THE DEPONENT: I don't know, John. 
MR. MITCHELL: Oh, well then, you can 
tell that -- that's what your answer is. 
THE DEPONENT: I don't know. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. You don't know if you filed a federal --
A. I do not know, sir. No, sir, I do not know if 
it's been mailed, not mailed. I do not have a clue. 
Q. And an I-don't-know answer is just fine. 
A. Okay. 
Q. I'm not asking you to answer questions you don't 
know. But if you know --
A. It hasn't been okay all day, so I'm sorry if I --
I've answered I don't know all day --
Q. Did you --
A. -- and it hasn't worked. 




















































A. I -- I'm going to say I assume so. 
Q. Okay. How about an Idaho state tax return in 
2010? 
A. I made no money in Idaho. No, sir, I didn't. 
Q. How about 2009? Did you file a federal income 
tax return in 2009? 
A. I am -- we do -- we file them every year, right? 
Will you answer that question for me? I'm assuming, 
yes. 
Q. How about an Idaho state tax return in 2009? 
A. I -- I do not file -- I do not make money in 
Idaho. I did not file. I know that. 
Q. Can you tell me where in other states you would 
have filed tax returns? 
A. No, I can't. 
Q. Do you have any documents in your possession 
that --
THE DEPONENT: Did -- was I was told I could 
answer just one question and then you were going to talk 
to me? Did I misunderstand? 
MR. MITCHELL: Yeah. 
MR. STENQUIST: Do you need a break? 
MR. MITCHELL: Yes. 
MR. STENQUIST: Okay. 
THE DEPONENT: Thank you. 
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(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
3:48 p.m. to 4:22 p.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: Let's go back on the record. 
And would the court reporter note for the record how 
many breaks we've taken? 
THE REPORTER: Thirteen, including lunch. 
MR. STENQUIST: Okay. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Mrs. Nickerson, we haven't gotten very far in our 
deposition. And normally, when I start a deposition, I 
lay out the ground rules. And so, I'd like to do that 
now and go ahead and start with the questioning. 
If I ask a question that you don't understand, 
you can let me know, and I will try to rephrase it. Is 
that fair? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. If I ask a question that is improper, your 
attorney may object to that, but you still have to 
answer the question, and we'll resolve the objection 
later. Now, if your attorney instructs you not to 
answer, we'll also reserve and deal with that later, but 
you are required, during this deposition, to answer all 
the questions we ask of you unless your attorney 
instructs you not to answer. Is that understood? 
A. I understand that's your rules that you're 





















































setting forth, yes, sir. 
Q. And those are the rules set out by the Idaho 
courts. I'm not trying to be difficult. 
A. Yes, sir. All I guess I want -- yeah, that's 
fine. I understand what you're saying. 
Q. So, let's go back. And I want to ask you about 
your tax returns that you filed in the past. Do you 
keep copies of those tax returns? 
A. We do. 
Q. And do you know where those copies are located? 
A. I know they're in our possession. I don't where 
they are at the moment, no; but they are in our 
possession, yes. 
Q. In our discovery requests to you, Request for 
Production No. 9 says, quote, please produce your 
federal and Idaho state tax returns for the last four 
years, including your return for 2011, unquote. 
Do you recall reading that request at the time we 
served our discovery? 
A. May I have the -- what you're reading from, where 
our answer is on that? 
MR. MANWARING: Right there (indicating). 
MR. STENQUIST: Can we mark these as 
Exhibit 9? 
MR. MANWARING: Is that your first set? 
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MR. STENQUIST: Yes. Exhibit 9. 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 9 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Page 12, Request No. 9. 
A. And can you repeat your question? 
Q. The question is, did you read this Request No. 9 
when you prepared your answer --
A. I did. 
Q. -- to our discovery? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Why did you not produce your tax returns then? 
A. We gave you what we had made in those years in a 
signed affidavit, which is what our understanding the 
purpose of the tax returns was. So, we gave you what we 
had given. And if we need to go beyond that, we can do 
a certified whatever, but that's what we had given. 
But our tax returns are prepared, from our 
perspective, for the federal government, and that's who 
we give them to. So ... 
Q. So, you made a decision not to provide the tax 
returns to us pursuant to our request; is that correct? 




















































understood you needed. We gave it to our attorney, what 
we understood was needed. And that's all I know about 
it. 
Q. Exhibit No. 8 contains the information you 
provided to my office in response to your answers for 
discovery. Where in Exhibit No. 8 to your deposition 
does it show any financial information of yours? 
A. I don't know. I don't see anything specifically. 
Q. So, then we have not received your financial 
information either from your tax returns or in your 
answers to your discovery; is that -- isn't that 
correct? 
A. I -- I understood you did, so I don't know. 
would have -- if you want me to take the time to read 
through all of this to see if it's in another answer 
somewhere, I don't know. But I understood you did have 
what we made in those years, is what I had understood. 
Q. This is the only answer that I've received. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Are you willing to provide your tax returns to my 
office? 
A. I am willing to provide the -- you know, a 
certified -- showing the amount of money that we would 
have done, but there will be personal data. 
Q. So, you're not willing to provide your tax 
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returns; is that correct? 
A. I didn't say that. I'm willing to provide you a 
copy of what we made in those years if that's what you 
need. 
Q. Let me ask this again. And it's a yes or no 
question. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Are you willing to provide your -- the actual tax 
returns that you filed for the last four years, 
including your return for 2011? 
A. I don't have an answer for you at this time. 
Q. Are you refusing to answer the question? 
A. No. I feel like I've answered the question for 
you every way that I know how. And you don't want to 
take any breaks, so I don't know how to -- I don't have 
the opportunity to ask my -- my attorney how to answer 
the question. 
Q. Well, I just want to get to the bottom of this 
issue. Will you provide me with your actual tax 
returns? Not a summary, but with your actual tax 
returns? 
A. I think I need to do some research first before I 
can answer that question. I'm more than willing to give 
you a -- you know, if we, you know, get rid of 
anything -- the other things that is irrelevant or 





















































that's not important on there as far as personal data, 
I'm more than willing to -- or to provide a certified 
statement to what we reported to the federal government, 
even to the point of I can probably go to them and get 
them to give me an amount. 
I'll do what I can do. I will give you the 
information you're looking for, but I don't understand 
why all the other personal things on my tax return is 
any of your business, and I don't want to give you that 
information. But I am more than willing to cooperate 
with you fully and give you the information you're 
looking for, which is the amount of money I made in a 
way that is acceptable to you that you feel comfortable 
with is valid. I will work at that. 
MR. STENQUIST: Counsel, for the record, I'm 
going to reserve on that issue. We can address that 
another day, and let you know that we're keeping the 
deposition open for that and for purposes of obtaining 
further information. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Let's move on to the next topic. Now, you have 
alleged that the defendants in this -- the banks in this 
case, Chase and PHH, have destroyed your credit; isn't 
that true? 
A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. And part of understanding the destruction of your 
credit is what is contained in your credit reports; 
isn't that correct-:> 
A. Well, the -- yes, sir. 
Q. And on your credit --
A. And being told by our banker that that's what 
happened. So, that's where I got the information. 
Q. And your credit report actually lists what debts 
and obligations you owe; is that correct-:> 
A. Yes. I think that's how it works, yes. And the 
only bad one was you all. So, that was what made me 
feel it was you. 
Q. Let's talk about --
THE DEPONENT: (Inaudible.) 
MR. MITCHELL: No, I know, but -- and we can 
stay on the record for this. But I want you to pay real 
close attention just to his question --
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: -- and just answer his 
question. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: Okay? 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 




















































listed on your credit report other than Chase Bank and 
PHH. For example, do you have any outstanding car 
loans? 
A. No. 
Q. Do you have any outstanding credit cards? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And who are those credit cards owed to? What 
credit cards are those? 
A. I don't use them, seriously, so I don't know the 
answer to that. 
Q. But you do have a credit card balance? 
A. Right now, I can't give that to you, no. 
don't --
Q. Well, I'm not asking for the amount, but --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- you owe a credit card --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- company money? 
A. I'm sorry. Yes, sir, we do. Yes, sir. 
Q. And how many credit cards? 
A. Just a couple. 
Q. And do you know which companies those are? 
A. No, because I don't use them. We don't use -- we 
don't actually use them. 
Q. But they do have balances owing? 
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A. They do. 
Q. And are you current on those credit cards? 
A. Up -- I have been until right now. This has all 
finally caught up to us. So, now, that's -- at this 
moment in time, I am not; but I am in good standing with 
them, and they are working with us. I was at the time 
all this was going on for the last three or four years, 
yes, sir, until right now. 
Q. Do you have any other bank loans on your credit 
report? 
A. We do. 
Q. Which ones would those be? 
A. What do you mean? Just other loans that we 
have -- that we owe a bank money or whatever. 
Q. Okay. Which banks specifically? 
A. Wells Fargo, for one. 
Q. And how much do you owe Wells Fargo? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Who else do you owe? 
A. Pardon me? 
Q. Who else do you owe, if anyone? 
A. I think that's probably it, but I don't know for 
sure. 
Q. And you said earlier that because -- because of 
the damage that you allege has been done to you, that 




























you could not obtain additional credit; is that correct? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Do you have any information or records relating 
to loan applications that you've been turned down for? 
A. Some of our expert witnesses will, yes. I 
don't --
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. In my -- my personal 
possession right this moment, I do not. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. You do not have any knowledge of any -- any 
documentation? 
A. I have been turned down, and there is 
documentation. I do not have it. 
Q. Okay. Who have you been turned down by? 
A. Wells Fargo. 
Q. And what was that loan application for? 
A. A remod -- because the interests rates were low, 
and so they were going to lower our interest rates. 
MR. MITCHELL: Refinance. 
THE DEPONENT: Refinance. Refinance is what 
I was trying to say. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Okay. And they turned you down? 




























So, there may be a letter that says that. I just don't 
know off the top of my head. But I know they turned me 
down for that reason, so I'm sure I can get one from 
them. So ... 
They also turned us down -- whenever all of this 
happened and we could not work with the two of you, they 
looked at taking the note. They were willing to do 
that, and they would have just -- we would have just 
owed it to them, because we had a second that we had 
been current. And they agreed to do that, and then they 
could not do it because of the new banking guidelines. 
There was no way. They tried every direction they 
could, and they could not help us. They also tried to 
purchase it from you apparently and --
Q. And who were you working with at Wells Fargo? 
A. Multiple people. I think it's in this stuff 
(indicating). I don't know off the top of my head. 
Q. What office? 
A. Pardon me? 
Q. What office were you --
A. We've worked with customer service. We've worked 
with the bank here. We've worked with other banks. 
Q. Here in Lewiston? 
A. I've got names for you. I don't have it in front 




















































MR. NICKERSON: The name's are in there. 
THE DEPONENT: They're in -- they're in 
here. Some of the names that are in there are people 
we've dealt with on this. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. And here in Lewiston? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. When you applied to refinance your Wells Fargo 
second mortgage, did you give to them a credit 
application? 
A. We did. 
Q. And on that credit application, did you list your 
income for the year? 
A. Yes, I think so. 
Q. And what was that amount, if you recall? 
A. It's going to be somewhere around two fifty, but 
I don't know. 
Q. 250,0007 
A. Yes, sir. It will be right around there, yes, 
sir. 
Q. And is that year-to-date, or is that over the 
past 12 months? 
A. I'm sorry, repeat that again. 
Q. Is that --
A. I may have misunderstood your question. Were you 
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saying right now with this refinance, or originally when 
I did the second, is what I thought you were asking? 
What were you -- repeat your question. 
Q. My question is --
A. Let's make sure I answer the right question. 
Q. You testified earlier that you have been turned 
down by Wells Fargo --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- to refinance your existing second mortgage; is 
that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And when you tried to refinance with Wells Fargo, 
you gave them a credit report, correct? 
A. Actually, what happened, we did not fill out a 
credit -- whenever they first -- they contacted us 
regarding it, actually on more than one occasion now. 
And immediately, I said, you guys, can we look at this, 
because you need to look at -- this is what's going on. 
I told them this story and said, can you look at that? 
Are you able to do it? 
They've known what our income was because of who 
they are, you know, and what we've done with them 
banking-wise. So, I don't know that I -- you would have 
to ask my husband if we formally filled out their 
application, because we did it verbally, and they put in 





















































everything. So, I don't know, just to clarify that. 
I'm sorry, I thought you were asking me when we 
got the second on this property for some reason the way 
you worded it. So, I got confused. 
Q. Let's talk a little bit about your banking 
records. We requested those in Request for Production 
No. 10 here on Exhibit 9. It says, quote, please 
produce your banking records for the previous four 
years, unquote. You have not produced any banking 
records; is that correct? 
A. That's correct, yes, sir. 
Q. And why not? 
A. Because they have other personal information on 
there that we did not want to -- to be out. And we've 
given you -- what we did was we actually gave you all a 
letter to PHH with some -- that's certified, what was 
anything that went -- you know, pull anything out on 
this. And we went in and got that for you in lieu of 
that. We asked the banker, what would an alternative 
be? And that's what she told us at that time, and 
that's what we gave. 
Q. But you did -- you did review this request, and 
you made the decision that you did not want to produce 
these to us; is that correct? 
A. That is correct, yes, sir. 
Q. Who do you bank with? 
A. Wells Fargo. 
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Q. Do you have any other banks you bank with? 
A. Not regarding anything dealing with this, no. 
Q. But do you have any other banking accounts 
outside of Wells Fargo? 
A. No. 
Q. And how long have you been --
A. My understanding of a banking account is 
something that I would need to write a check from or 
whatever, correct? Can you define your definition of 
banking account? 
Q. Any account that you have with an institution, 
whether it be checking or savings, money market, any 
account whatsoever with any other bank other than Wells 
Fargo. 
A. I don't want to answer that. 
Q. I'm going to reserve on that question. 
A. That's fine. 
Q. We'll deal with that at another time. How long 
have you --
A. Can I say -- may I add to that? 
Q. No. Let's not -- let's not go over that now. We 
can deal with that at a later time. Let me talk to you 





















































A. I don't know. Just one account as far as -- I 
mean, it's just one account. 
Q. Is it a checking account? 
A. I'm assuming so. 
Q. And how long have you had that account? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. More than a year? 
A. Oh, yeah, 20 -- 15, 20 years, whatever, a long 
time. 
Q. So more than 15 years? 
A. I think so, yes, sir. I'm not saying that -- I 
don't know the exact date when I got it. It's been --
it feels like we've had it forever. So, I'll say that. 
Q. Now, the funds that you've used to pay your 
obligations to Chase and PHH --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- since -- since the inception of this loan, 
were all of those funds drawn from Wells Fargo accounts? 
A. If there was a check written, yes, sir, it would 
have been. Yes, sir. 
Q. How about --
A. The only reason I say that is, I may have cashed 
someone else's check or wrote a check to me and gave 
them cash instead. So, yes, that is -- yes. To the 
······························· 
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best of my knowledge, yes. 
Q. So, if you've ever made a wire transfer or a 
telephone transfer or a check, it would have come out of 
this Wells Fargo account? 
A. That is my assumption and to the best of my 
knowledge, yes, sir. 
Q. There are instances, if I understand your 
testimony, that you have paid Chase or PHH in cash? 
A. I've never paid PHH since they took this loan. 
Q. Okay. You paid Chase in cash? 
A. Yes, I have. 
Q. Have you asked Wells Fargo for your banking 
records for the last four or five years? 
A. What do you mean? 
Q. Have you requested any banking records from Wells 
Fargo? 
A. Whenever I gave the thing to you, whatever it 
was, in 2000 or whatever, where I said, hey, show me 
what we just did. Can you pull this? This is who we've 
gone to. I did that, yes, sir. 
Q. Have you provided to Chase any records whatsoever 
regarding your bank accounts? 
A. What do you mean? 
Q. Well, we've asked for basic records for the 
previous four years to help determine whether or not our 





















































accounting records match up with your accounting 
records, and we have not received any banking records 
from you; is that correct? 
A. That is correct. We have given you the ones that 
we had -- or had specific noted that came from that --
from the account. And we were counting on the fact that 
we kept asking for statements so that we could have then 
gone back to you and said, sorry, we gave you this the 
other day. Here's my receipt. It's in my possession 
right now because I just did it a week ago, but now I 
got this statement this month that doesn't show it. 
But I could not get any statements. And we were 
counting on the fact that when all of that was produced, 
as far as our taped conversations and things like that, 
that I would use that. 
THE DEPONENT: (Inaudible.) Okay. Sorry. 
That was my answer. 
MR. MITCHELL: Yeah, just answer -- well, I 
know, but --
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: -- you're going beyond the 
scope of the question. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 




Q. -- I want to go back to clarify the record, 
because we'll read this later --
A. Sure. 
Q. -- and we want to make sure that we're getting 
the full correct answer. 
A. Sure. 
Q. I do not show that I have received any bank 
records from you. 
A. That is correct. You received the bank amounts. 
That is a record. I gave him the amounts and the 
check -- and the transaction number that we gave you. 
We did give that to you. 
Q. And when I'm talking about banking records, I'm 
wanting bank statements --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- and cancelled checks. 
A. And I'm more than willing to do that if they'll 
print one that only has what goes to Chase. So, I will 
call them and try to get you that. 
Q. Let me finish. I just want to make it clear that 
you have not provided me with any bank statements or 
cancelled checks; isn't that correct? 




















































records. I did not understand that's what -- you say 
produce banking records for the previous four years. 
And I gave you that information, I felt like. So ... 
Based on the new question that you're asking me, 
a bank statement, I have not provided you with. I did 
provide you a statement from my bank, though, that gave 
information. 
Q. Where is that? 
A. It's been faxed or mailed to you guys in the 
past. I'm not sure where it is rig ht now. 
Q. All of the documents that I have received are in 
Exhibit 8 to your deposition. Can you show me --
A. For this deposition, maybe that's true. I'm 
saying in the past, that is the information. 
Q. Prior to the litigation? 
A. Yes, sir. It's been given to your Jaw firm. 
Bradon Howell was given that, is who it was sent to. 
That's when I did it, and that's who I gave it to, 
Bradon Law had it. Bradon Howell at Just Law has it. 
Q. Now, I'm not with Just Law. 
A. Okay. 
Q. And --
A. But I will -- I've probably given that to you, 
so ... 
Q. But you haven't given me nor my firm or Chase any 
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bank account statements or any cancelled check; isn't 
that correct? Yes or no? 
A. In this information, yes, sir, that's correct 
(indicating). 
Q. Let's skip down to Request for Production No. 12. 
We have asked for, and I quote, please produce any and 
all evidence of your payments on the note --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- closed quote. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Have you produced for us all evidence of your 
payments on the note? 
A. Everything I have in my possession at this time, 
yes, sir. 
Q. I want to go back and ask you about Request for 
Production No. 11. It says, quote, please produce any 
and all documents relating to the lost business 
opportunities outlined in Paragraph 36 and elsewhere in 
your complaint, closed quote. 
Have you produced all documents in your 
possession relating to Jost business opportunities? 
A. Everything I have at this time, yes, sir. 
Q. Earlier on, you were testifying with 
Mr. Manwaring that you and your husband Jost a business 
opportunity with AT&T; isn't that correct? 





















































A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Do you know who you -- you and/or your husband 
was working with at AT&T? 
A. What do you mean? 
Q. There was a business opportunity that you claim 
was lost through AT&T. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Who were you and your husband working with at 
AT&T? 
A. Well, it was the 9-1-1 division. I mean ... 
Q. Is there someone in that division who was working 
with you or your husband on this business opportunity? 
A. Yes. I'm not going to have a name for you right 
now, but it's going -- it's going to be one of the 
recruiters. 
Q. It's a recruiter? Do you know where that 
recruiter is located? 
A. I do not off the top of my head, no. 
Q. Do you have something at home that shows who the 
recruiter is? 
A. Should, yes. 
Q. Would you have their contact information? 
A. I would -- I have it. I would want to verify 
that that's -- we're very concerned about you creating 
issues for us with future contracts as far as employment 
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and everything else, especially in light of what we are 
as problem fixers. So, I would want to check and make 
sure how that information was going to be handled. 
But can I prove up, yes, that we lost 
opportunity? Yes, I could prove that. That would be my 
only concern. 
MR. STENQUIST: And, Counsel, I -- for the 
record, I would just note that we requested those 
documents that the witness has just said is in her 
possession relating to these lost business opportunities 
with AT&T. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Let's move on to T-Mobile. Who were you working 
with at T-Mobile? 
A. The same answers. And I understood that that 
would be -- when I answered the names of the companies, 
that that would be -- not be something that was then --
you would create issues for us for future employment 
opportunities by contacting them. So --
Q. Do I understand you correctly, you do not --
you're not going to allow us to contact AT&T or T-Mobile 
regarding those lost business opportunities; is that 
correct? 
A. I did not say that. I want to visit with my 




















































now either way. I don't know off the top of my head. 
Q. What was the third company that you mentioned? 
didn't write it down. 
A. Financial Services Company of Virginia. 
Q. What does that company do? 
A. Provide financial services. 
Q. Are you willing to tell rne who you were working 
with at Financial Services Company? 
A. I resent the way the question was worded. It's 
not am I willing. I do not know the name of the person 
right now. 
Q. But once you find out the name, would you be 
willing to share that with me? 
A. If we're not -- you know, I don't know. I would 
need to speak to counsel to find out how you're going to 
be -- how you're using that information. I just need to 
protect my family as well. 
Q. Okay. Let's go back to AT&T. When did you 
lose -- what time period did you lose this business 
opportunity? 
A. There have been multiple. Actually, over the 
last four years, they have contacted us multiple times. 
Q. Okay. Let's talk about --
A. For multiple positions. 
Q. Okay. Let's talk a bout each one. 
A. Pardon me? 
Q. Let's talk about each time. 
A. Okay. 
Q. The multiple times and multiple positions. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Let's start with the first one. 
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A. I obviously have not conveyed or communicated 
somehow to you the number of head hunters that we do get 
contacted. And so, you know, it's not like it's -- they 
call me one time. But let's see, they're doing -- the 
one was with 9-1-1 -- the 9-1-1 deployment manager. 
Another was -- let me think about it a moment. 
Q. Do you know when that timeframe was? 
A. It would have been probably -- well, one of them 
was early 2009. I can't remember exactly. It was right 
alter the foreclosure stuff started, whenever --
whenever you all started this stuff, that's when it was, 
right in there. 
Q. Okay. How about the next one? 
A. I'm -- I would really -- I need to look at notes 
for that. I apologize. I didn't understand that. 
Because I can give multiple, and I can -- I can provide 
dates and times as far as when those opportunities have 
been there. 
I'm not trying to hide anything like the 




























presentation. I'm trying to say I just don't have it 
off the top of my head. 
Q. But you do have notes? 
A. I will have something, yes, sir, that we will 
have, yes, sir. 
Q. Not will have. I'm asking, do you have notes 
right now --
A. No, sir, not with me. 
Q. At home or anywhere else, do you have notes 
regarding these individuals who contacted you? 
A. I should have, yes, sir. 
Q. And is that true for AT&T, T-Mobile and Financial 
Services? 
A. For any of those, yes, sir, that will not be a 
problem. That should not be a problem. 
Q. And do you know where you keep those notes? 
A. A folder. 
Q. And --
A. I'm sorry, for the last four years, we've lived 
on the road trying to earn a living. And so, there's --
it's just a little bit different than how most people 
would have to do it. You've changed our world totally. 
Q. When you say you've lived on the road, do you --
do you have an RV? How do you --




























the car mostly because of, once again, credit issues. 
We turned off the credit cards. We weren't able -- we 
don't have a credit card because of credit issues. And 
so, it depends on whether the hotel will take cash or 
not. If they won't, then we have to sleep in the car. 
So ... 
And that is obviously going from a totally 
different lifestyle that we spent many, many years 
building up that you all overnight destroyed. 
Q. Now, tell me about this P.O. Box 3414, Redmond, 
Washington. 
A. Yes, sir. That's our mailing address. 
Q. And how long have you had that P.O. box? 
A. Probably over ten years. I don't know that. 
don't know. For a long time. That's -- 15, I don't 
know. 
Q. Prior -- prior to your --
A. I don't know. 
Q. -- loan with --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- with Coldwell Banker? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And --
A. That is the -- that is the mailing address, the 



























Q. How often do you check that mailbox? 
A. Pretty regularly. And it depends on whether 
we're getting information or not, you know, at the time 
with everything going on. 
Q. And how -- how do you get that? Do you go to 
Redmond and check it? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. Do you regularly receive mail there? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you use any other addresses as a mailing 
address? 
A. No, sir, not for anything dealing with this. 
Q. How about other issues? 
A. This is our mailing address. 
Q. Would you turn the page to Page 13, Request for 
Production No. 16? We asked you for financial records, 
balance sheets, income statements. Do you have in your 
possession -- not here, obviously, on you right now, but 
at home. Do you have --
A. What page again? I'm sorry. Can you repeat 
that? 
MR. MITCHELL: Thirteen. 
THE DEPONENT: Thirteen, okay. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Thirteen, Request for Production No. 16. We 
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1 asked you for your financial records. Do you keep 
2 financial records? 
3 A. What the IRS requires, yes, sir, for them. For 
4 their purposes, yes, sir. 
5 Q. And what type of records do you keep then? 
6 A. We -- as far as we can show you what the income 
7 is, if that's what -- you know, we provide our income. 
8 We keep income. 
9 Q. Do you have a ledger, or do you keep it on 
10 QuickBooks on the computer? How do you keep your 
11 financial records? 
12 A. I don't want to answer that. It's -- I can 
13 provide my income of what -- what we do, you know, what 
14 we -- what our total income is. 
15 Q. So, you're -- I'm just asking you how you keep 
16 your records. 
17 A. It varies. 
18 Q. Okay. Do you --
19 A. Can be a Ziplock baggy with receipts, you know. 
20 It varies. So ... 
21 Q. Do you have a general ledger, a ledger book where 
22 you write things down on how much money you make? 
23 A. Nothing, no, sir. Not like that, no, sir. 
24 Q. Do you have a computer program where you log --
25 A. We do file -- just we keep stuff in a file. 




























Q. And what does this file look like7 
A. It depends on what I'm doing at the time. 
Q. So, sometimes --
A. It could be a clasp envelope that just has notes 
in it and the receipts. It's not the case in the past, 
but since all this happened, it's been the only option. 
So ... When you can't buy oatmeal, you don't buy 
ledgers. 
MR. MITCHELL: (Indicating). 
THE DEPONENT: Yes, sir. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Request for Production No. 18 on that same page, 
it says, quote, produce monthly bank statements, check 
registers and copies of all checks drawn on your bank 
account from December 2000 to the present --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- unquote. Did you read that at the time we 
sent these requests to you? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you did not provide them; is that correct? 
A. That is correct, for privacy reasons. But I'm 
more than willing to provide anything that relates to 
Chase or PHH or Coldwell at any time. 
Q. Mrs. Nickerson, it's -- the ground rules that we 



























1 just answer the questions that you're asked. 1 
2 A. May -- 2 
3 Q. We're creating a record here that's going to be 3 
4 difficult to read if you answer a question and then move 4 
5 on and explain more. And I think your attorney has 5 
6 instructed you several times just to answer the 6 
7 questions asked. And I'm not asking for anything more 7 
8 than the answer to my questions. 8 
9 A. May I then ask that -- for a reverse courtesy? 9 
10 That if I don't -- if I say I won't answer this or 10 
11 whatever, that we let it go? Because that's been a 11 
12 problem today. So... Every question -- just because a 12 
13 question's asked doesn't mean it has to be answered. 13 
14 Q. Well, I'm not going to argue about that. 14 
15 A. I wasn't talking to you. I'm sorry. The other 15 
16 counsel was trying to -- he was trying to -- how do you 16 
17 all word it? Assault, abuse, attack. 17 
18 MR. MITCHELL: (Indicating). 18 
19 THE DEPONENT: Okay. Sorry. Antagonize. 19 
20 BY MR. STENQUIST: 20 
21 Q. Did you ever write Chase any letters? 21 
22 A. We did. 22 
23 Q. Do you have any copies of those letters? 23 
24 A. What I think we've -- if we did, we've given it 24 
25 to you. 25 
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Q. If you haven't given it to me --
A. If I don't, then I don't have it right now. But 
I know that we've talked -- mostly it was phone 
conversations. All -- every phone conversation we 
requested be taped. Every phone conversation. 
Q. Let me ask you this. In your Answer to 
Interrogatory No. 11, this is on Page 8, you say, the 
Nickersons have not been able to secure any credit 
during the last three years. 
I just want to make sure that the record's clear, 
the only time you've applied for credit over the last 
three years is your refinance to Wells Fargo. Is that 
correct? 
A. I don't think that's totally correct, but I don't 
remember -- the reason I say that is, it seems like I --
there was one time I was trying to get some tires, and 
it was an issue. I'd have to look at that and see what 
other times we have. So ... 
MR. MITCHELL: Hey, Jon? 
MR. STENQUIST: Yes. 
MR. MITCHELL: I need to ask for a break 
just because I need to get my keys, just to make sure, 
because everybody's going to be leaving at 5: 00. 
MR. STENQUIST: Okay. So, let's take a --
let's take a quick break. 
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(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
4: 58 p.m to 5: 10 p.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: We're back on the record. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. I'd like to ask you about Interrogatory No. 9, 
which is on Page 8. This interrogatory asks you to 
identify any and all legal claims, demands, pending 
lawsuits or judgments against you. You've talked about 
one lawsuit brought by Mr. Lee; is that correct? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. And when you answer, you need to answer yes or 
no. 
A. Yes. I apologize for that. 
Q. There's also -- there's a lawsuit on record 
brought by a Mr. James Moore? 
A. It's -- it's family. It was all the same -- part 
of the same thing. That's why I was just saying that's 
what has happened. They're family of the Lees, so ... 
Q. The lawsuit then brought by Mr. James Moore is 
the same lawsuit you were talking about earlier that you 
said was brought by Mr. Lee; is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. It may be, based on your stuff -- I'm 
not an attorney. It's separate things, but it was all 
the same issue. So ... 
Q. And there was just one lawsuit? 





















































A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Was Mr. Lee --
A. Well, I don't know. Repeat the question. There 
are -- it may be that there -- I mean, I don't know 
how -- I'm just saying -- I was saying -- you asked, 
have I had any lawsuits? That's what we dealt with, is 
when the contractor came on, assaulted the family, you 
know, destroyed some of the property there on this 
property, which we restored, paid or whatever. 
And then this is his family. We would not allow 
him back on the property, so they -- we had -- he --
they filed some stuff to harass us a bit further. So, 
it's all one big mess. It's all -- it's all tied 
together, I guess, is what I'm saying, yeah. 
Q. So, when I read this lawsuit on the court's 
website, Case No. 2006-332 that you listed here brought 
by the plaintiff, James Moore, that's the same lawsuit 
that you spoke to Mr. Manwaring about earlier about 
Mr. Lee? It's the same issue? 
A. It's the same issue, yes, sir. 
Q. And did you testify that this went all the way to 
a jury trial? Did a jury hear the case? 
A. The Lee part of it did. The contractor did, yes, 
sir. 
Q. Okay. What about the Moore part of it? 
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A. No, sir. We did not go all the way to a trial 
with that. 
Q. What did you do with that one, 
A. We just mediated it. 
Q. You mediated it and you settled it? 
A. We did temporarily, yes, sir. For the time, 
until all of this is over, yes, sir, we had. 
Q. I'm not sure I understood your answer. Until 
what was all over? 
A. The deal -- this deal with you guys, as far as 
the -- the going forward with -- just getting all this 
junk taken care of. So ... We haven't had the money to 
pursue that, is what it amounted to, so we just settled. 
It was regarding an easement that you guys --
whenever we bought the property, Coldwell Banker was 
supposed to have secured -- taken care of or whatever. 
And it -- they came and said that --
Q. Who's "they"? 
A. The Moores. 
Q. Okay. 
A. The Moores and the Lees. And they came and said 
that the easement was not correct. And so, that's what 
the issue was over. At the time, we just settled it. 
We had -- you know, we were coming off of all of this 




















































it's a settled case, I guess is all you need. 
Q. Well, do you -- does Mr. Moore owe you any money, 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Do you owe Mr. Moore any money? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. And does your settlement with Mr. Moore have 
anything to do with this lawsuit that you're pursuing 
right now? 
A. What do you mean? What lawsuit am I pursuing? 
Q. The lawsuit that you're pursuing against Chase 
and PHH. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Is that lawsuit connected in any way to your 
settlement with Mr. Moore? 
A. other than it's the same -- it's the property. 
So, it was on that property. No, sir. They're not 
connected, no, sir. 
Q. They're not connected. Let's turn to Page 3 of 
Exhibit 9, Interrogatory No. 1. Your answer, at least a 
portion of it, says that Chase failed to keep a proper 
accounting. Do you see that? 
A. I'm apparently not on the right thing. 
apologize. Page 3? 
Q. Page 3, Line 7. 
A. Okay. This is the same as what I was just 
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looking at. It doesn't -- tell me where it says that. 
On Line 7, where does it say Chase? 
MR. MANWARING: Are you looking at the right 
exhibit? 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. It says, J.P. Morgan breached a contract and 
covenant of good faith --
A. I have that, yes, sir. I thought you just said 
it said Chase breached that, and I did not see Chase. 
apologize. 
Q. When I refer to Chase, it also means J.P. Morgan 
and J.P. Morgan Chase Bank. 
A. Okay. 
Q. It's all one and the same. 
A. Okay. 
Q. We use the term interchangeably. 
A. Okay. 
Q. You testified to Mr. Manwaring that Chase failed 
to keep accurate records of your payments to Chase; is 
that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you also state in your filings that Chase 
failed to properly account for the insu ranee coverage on 
the property; is that correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 





















































Q. Other than those two allegations, are there any 
other issues with Chase's accounting? 
A. Their accounting? Yes, sir. We could not get 
any statements from March of '09. We did not get 
statements. We requested those just multiple times. 
And you have people's names. 
We could not get -- when this all happened -- you 
know, everything, when it got transferred -- when it got 
transferred in January or February, I guess it was, of 
2010, we could not get anything from you guys as far as 
to validate why we went from being in good standing to 
all of a sudden there was this amount of money. And we 
could not get that information. You all said all 
records have been transferred to them (indicating). And 
I told you they were saying no. And then the response I 
got was, well, it may just be that they don't have 
everything set up yet. You know, just say -- keep in 
contact with them. And so, that would have been an 
issue. 
Also, in the -- especially -- it seems like it 
was 2009. I mean, I may have my dates wrong. It would 
have been -- yeah, 2009, whenever the -- when everything 
got messed -- whenever your all's records were messed up 
and we were calling trying to say, hey, what's going on? 
Normally, when we called in, I would just get referred 
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to several different people until I got to somebody that 
would listen. And they would look at the computer 
screen and say, okay, we see exactly what you're saying. 
This is a mess. We agree. Let us see what we can do. 
But whenever your people would -- the people that 
would call us, like from your 800 number or whatever, to 
talk, they were very threatening. I was told that they 
could -- that you all could put a lock on our gate and 
throw our family out. What you all kept relentlessly 
asking me to do was to give you a short sale or 
something, I think. It's where I sign the deed over to 
you. I don't know what the right word is. It's not a 
short sale. It was something -- something -- what I do 
is I just sign the deed over to you guys. And that I 
could do that. 
And I kept saying, there's no way we're going to 
do that. We've got too much equity in this property. 
And we don't have a problem here. You guys have an 
accounting nightmare, and I think we can work all this 
out if I can just get somebody to look at it. 
But at that time, what would happen was, you 
would hit us with an insurance. And then a few weeks 
later, you know, a $2,000 or whatever insurance. And 
then a few weeks later, you would give us a notice that 




















































another one, and it was just crazy. 
So, I don't know what was going on during that 
time. We would receive a notice from you saying we 
were -- things were bad. But I would call in -- as in 
we were in default or something. And I would call in 
and say, that is not the case. And then the person, 
after we went through the two or three people, they 
would look at it and say, you know what, somehow or 
another, your account has gotten into a default status. 
I don't know why. I will send this over to -- I think 
they call it a research department, and have them look 
at this. But from what I can tell here, I'm piecing it 
together, it looks good. 
Okay. Well, would you do me a favor? Would you 
send me -- this was me talking, asking them, would you 
send me anything -- you know, we have not had a 
statement from you guys. I need to see our statements. 
We want to make sure that if we gave you a payment, is 
it showing up. I need something. Can you send me 
anything? Yes, we'll get those -- we'll get that out, 
blah, blah, blah, blah, blah. Nothing was ever 
forthcoming. And so -- and I relentlessly pursued that. 
So ... 
Q. Well, you --
A. I --
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Q. -- said a lot of things in that answer, so let me 
follow up on a few things --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- you said. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. First of all, you talk about the phone calls. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Did you have any phone conversations with Chase 
on your cell phone? 
A. You know what, we are in the process -- yes. 
Yeah. 
Q. Who was your cell phone provider at the time that 
you were dealing with all this? 
A. I think Verizon Wireless would be during that 
time. 
Q. Verizon? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What was your phone number at that time? 
A. If you're -- we've got -- I'd rather not give 
that out on the record. I don't want to answer that 
question. But I have no problem providing it for you, 
proof of the phone calls that were made. I don't have a 
problem with that for just -- you know, for the 
whatever, and the number of minutes used and everything 
else. 





















































Q. But you're not willing to give me the phone 
number that you were using when you --
A. No, sir. It's unlisted. And you guys 
relentlessly called us, you know, whenever you had it 
the whole time. So, I really don't want to give another 
number out. You all have a number on us, so that's 
probably what we need to keep it at. 
Q. Is that a different number than what you were 
using during the --
A. I don't remember right now. I'd have to look at 
my notes to know what number you have. 
Q. Did you ever have --
A. But I have to have a life. So ... 
Q. Did you ever have any conversations with J.P. 
Morgan Chase on telephone lines other than the cell 
phone? 
A. I did. On pay phones, on other people's phones. 
But we should -- we're putting together notes for you 
guys on what we've got. 
Q. Were most of the calls on your cell phone? 
A. I don't think so, but a bunch of them are. 
It's -- you know, sometimes I don't have service is why, 
and I had to call you wherever we were. So ... 
Q. On Line 8, you say that J.P. Morgan failed to 
allow the Nickersons to pay on the note. 
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A. Yes. 
Q. Do you remember how that happened? Can you 
explain to me in specifics? 
A. Yes. In other words, whenever we'd get a 
letter -- like, say, if we had gotten a letter from you 
-- one specifics, which I can probably pinpoint a date. 
Not at the moment, but it will be in -- I'm going to --
I'm going to guess maybe early summer of 2009. We -- we 
were, at that point, trying to call in and give you guys 
our payments because of the fact -- it had just been a 
mess, and we hadn't had any statements, and we were just 
trying to -- we did everything we knew to do. 
Obviously, we failed miserably, or we wouldn't be 
sitting here. But at the time, we did everything we 
knew to do to try to facilitate this thing being fixed. 
When -- anyway, when I had called in, you all had 
sent a letter, and I called in, and they would not take 
the -- you know, a lot of -- it wasn't just the one 
time. But at first, they would not take the payment 
because they would say, well, we can't because it's in 
this department, so I'm not allowed to take the payment 
unless you can --
Q. Did it say -- did they say which department? 
Like the foreclosure department? 




















































they always used. And then they would say, you know, 
that -- that we couldn't -- you know, that you have --
and I would say, okay, but can you look at my account? 
If you will look, you'll see blah, blah, blah. 
Sometimes you got a nice person, and they ended 
up looking at it. And then they would end up either 
calling us back the next day or letting me call them and 
taking the check. Sometimes we went through five or six 
of those phone calls before we were able to get a 
payment, because whoever it was -- it depends on -- I 
don't mean to be offensive, but it felt like it depended 
on the IQ of the other person on the other phone, 
whether they were just someone that just reads off a 
script and that's it, or whether they were listening. 
And so, if they listened, then we seemed to work 
out very well. And every time, they came to the same 
conclusion, that I was trying to make payments. And 
every conversation that I had with a Chase 
representative, I would ask them to tape the 
conversation. I never spoke with a Chase representative 
alone. I always -- someone else was with me on every 
conversation I ever had. 
And we also, in every conversation, I said, well, 
I would like to go on record with you guys as saying I 
want to keep our property. We have every intention of 
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keeping our property. We have the money to keep our 
property. We are trying to work this out with you. And 
I went through a whole list of things to the point of it 
was probably driving them crazy. But after dealing with 
me here today, you can see I do use words. So, I did 
use my words very much, every time the same thing, and 
made that very clear. 
Q. In the example you just went through, it sounded 
like you had difficulty making your payments, but 
eventually, you were able to make those payments. Is 
that --
A. No, sir. It was that they would get it messed up 
and wouldn't take the payment because of whatever was 
going on with your accounting deal. 
Q. So, do you know who --
A. So, it was just -- we could call in --
Q. I'm going to --
A. -- to make the payment. 
Q. Let me stop you. 
MR. MITCHELL: Shh. 
THE DEPONENT: I'm sorry. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. I'm trying to get to a question. Essentially 
then what months, or single month or multiple months, 
did you try to make a payment to Chase, but were unable 





















































to make a payment to Chase? 
A. In the end, we were always able to make it. So, 
at times, I just was not able to make it on the day that 
I was trying to get a hold of them. But either we would 
end up giving a couple of payments, or we would try 
multiple times, finally get somebody who would then let 
you make a payment, or I went into a branch, talked to 
somebody, which I can probably -- I can possibly get 
that information for you on who with a business card or 
whatever. 
But went in, told them our story; and then they 
would either make a phone call or, you know, take care 
of it themselves and take the payment. So, I did make 
my payments, but it was a -- it was an unbelievable 
fiasco making it happen because of whatever was going on 
with your system. 
Q. So, based --
A. But then -- go ahead. 
Q. So, based on what you've just described, then it 
was -- would have been important for you to keep 
accurate records as to what payments were made and when; 
is that correct? 
A. I did the best I could in my circumstances, yes, 
sir. 
Q. And you have notes and documents at home in a 
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file that evidences these payments; is that correct? 
A. Not in a file the way you're describing it, but I 
do have some documentation. And I've provided what I 
can. So, I also --
Q. Let me -- let me stop you there. You've provided 
everything you have, or you have more information to 
provide? 
A. I have provided you everything I have in my 
possession at this time. I had a forced evacuation of 
my home because of what you all threatened. And so 
that --
MR. MITCHELL: (Indicating). 
THE DEPONENT: Sorry. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. What do you mean by "forced evacuation"? What 
happened? 
A. You -- you guys told me you were going to put a 
lock on our gate and anything on the other side I'd 
lose. 
Q. And when you say "you guys," would that --
A. Chase. 
Q. Chase. And who said that and when? 
A. In the fall before we met -- before we got 
through to the people that were helping us, whenever it 




















































finally got somebody to actually take a look at the 
account and go, okay, everything is okay. And then we 
began to work with you guys, and there wasn't, you know, 
any more problems. It was just one of your 800 number 
people that do their little rotate thing. 
Q. And so, based on their statements, you fled the 
home? 
A. What else would I do? Somebody tells you you're 
going to lock my gate, and anything on the other side of 
it, we can't have, what would you do? 
Q. Have you been back to the residence since? 
A. Yes, we have. We got an attorney who explained 
to us that that was not exactly how it works. 
Q. So, how long were you not at the home? 
A. It's not -- it's not that we could not be at the 
home. I said I took our stuff out, is what I meant by 
that. We had to take our stuff and get it out of the 
home. In between working and stuff, we just went in and 
packed stuff up. 
Q. What -- when was that? 
A. Let me guess -- I don't remember. 
Q. 2009" 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Was it in 2010? 
A. I don't remember. 
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Q. Okay. 
A. I'd have to think about that. So ... I know it 
would not have been in 2010. I'll answer that. Because 
in 2010, everything was good with you all. We 
understood. We were totally current, and everything was 
good. We were in good standing. So, it would not have 
been in 2010. I know that. 
Q. On -- beginning on Page 4, you begin listing 
people with knowledge of facts in the case. First of 
all, Heather at Wells Fargo, is she here in the Lewiston 
office? 
A. No, she is not. 
Q. Where is she? 
A. I don't know what state. She's in their legal 
department. 
Q. Okay. Do you have her contact information at 
home? 
A. I do. 
Q. And you have not provided that to us? 
A. I should be able to get that, yes. 
Q. But you have not provided it, correct? 
A. If it's not in here, no, sir. 
Q. How about Jody at Wells Fargo? Where -- where 
does she work? 
A. Jody is here in Lewiston. 





















































Q. Which branch? Do you know, Is there just one 
branch? 
A. As far as I know. 
Q. Do you know her last name? 
A. Not off the top of my head. 
Q. How about Theresa at Wells Fargo? Is she here in 
Lewiston? 
A. She is. 
Q. Let's skip over to Page 6. And when I asked you 
about -- excuse me, Page 7. When I asked you about Pete 
Elliott at Genworth Financial --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- who is he? 
A. He's the one you all had call me. 
Q. When you say "you all," who do you mean? 
A. Either Chase or PHH. I don't know which. 
Q. Do you know where he's located? 
A. I do not. 
Q. How about Michael at Genworth Financial? 
A. Same thing. It's the one you all had call me. 
And both of them --
MR. MITCHELL: (Indicating). 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. Sorry. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Was Kim the only person who you allege told you 
that you were in good standing? 
A. May I ask what page you are on? 
Q. On Page 9 --
A. Okay. 
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Q. -- your answer says that -- Answer to 
Interrogatory No. 14, you say that Kim with Chase told 
the Nickersons that their account was in good standing. 
Is she the only person? 
A. No. I'd have to look to see which other folks, 
but I know the lady that helped us in the fall had 
looked at it and also said that -- I guess it was in --
probably, I'm going to guess, October-ish, somewhere in 
there, September, October. 
It was the first -- I can't remember exactly 
when, but when I first found the other lady, she went 
back, looked through stuff, was real helpful, and said, 
you know, we were good. Also, Wells Fargo told us in 
January of 2010, Chase was reporting us as current. 
Chase reported us as current in January of 2010, because 
when this all happened on February the 4th, I called on 
the 2nd and visited with them, with Wells Fargo saying, 
what do I do? You know, tell -- how does this work? 
And they said that you had reported that we were current 
in January of 2010. So ... 




















































Production No. 6 to provide a full and complete credit 
report from a nationally recognized credit reporting 
agency. 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. But we did not receive a credit report from you; 
is that correct, 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Would you give us permission to run a credit 
report on you? 
A. No, sir, not unless you're giving me a loan. It 
hurts my credit by five points every time that's done. 
And it's low enough already, so I'd rather not. 
Q. What is it now? 
A. It's down in the 500s, is my understanding. 
Q. And how did you find that out? 
A. When I had that -- I think it was one of the 
bankers that told me recently. 
Q. Which bank? 
A. I don't remember. Probably Wells Fargo. I don't 
remember. I just know that I do have that knowledge at 
this point, because somebody did recently give me that 
number. 
And that went from a perfect credit score at the 
time the second was taken out, when the banker said she 
had never personally seen that kind of a credit score. 
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So ... And that was right prior to -- rig ht immediately 
following -- preceding this. 
Q. Do you know what that number was? 
A. Pardon me? 
Q. Do you --
A. She said it was a perfect credit score, is what 
she said. And --
Q. But she didn't give you a number? 
A. No, sir, but I'm sure it's on file. And -- yeah. 
We had never paid a bill late and had always had strong 
credit and good income. So, it should have been high. 
Q. Do you run any of your businesses out of 
companies or LLCs? Do you own any businesses or 
companies? 
A. Normally, we do professional consulting. What 
has happened to us is, in the last four years, when our 
credit shut us down for doing the professional 
consulting, we had to resort to anything from lawn 
mowing to housecleaning to roof building to whatever 
else we could find, is what our family has done. A 
delivery project, picking up horse manure out of a 
stall, whatever we could do just to earn money, and --
which is why I also said, no, I don't have the same kind 
of records I've had in the past, because instead, I have 
a receipt, you know, and that's going in a bag. 





















































Literally go to Craig's List and look for some work and 
went and did it to try and save everything that the 
entire family had worked for all these years. So ... 
Q. So, youranswer-
A. So, the answer to the question on the -- the 
keeping -- or the records or whatever is, everything has 
just changed, so we have not, no. We haven't had the 
money to form an LLC. 
MR. STENQUIST: Let's mark this as 
Exhibit 10. I believe we're at 10, Nancy? 
THE REPORTER: Yes. 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 10 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Mrs. Nickerson, what I'm handing to you is a 
letter and attachment dated May 13th, 2010. And the 
letter encloses Chase's payment history. And this has 
been provided to your attorney several months ago. And 
it is Bates labeled JPMC 1 through JPMC 12. 
And I'd like to start backwards on the very last 
page --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- and talk to you about the contents of this 
document. If you can look on the very far left-hand 
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side, there are reference numbers for each area. If you 
look at Reference No. 6, you'll see -- as you go over 
five columns, you'll see the word "payment." Do you see 
that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And what this indicates is that on January 4th, 
2008, you made a payment. Do you see that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And if we go up to Reference No. 7, it shows that 
on February 4th, 2008, you made a payment. Do you see 
that? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And then we go up to Line 11, and it says on 
March 3rd, 2008, you made a payment. Do you see that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Let's go to JPMC 11 and go up to Line 14. On 
April 12th, 2008, this report shows that you made a 
payment? 
A. Certainly. 
Q. And then Line 15, it says, April 28th, 2008, that 
you made a payment. Do you see that? 
A. Okay. 
Q. And as you follow -- follow this for a few pages, 
it does show in 2008, that you made various payments. 




















































JPMC 0009, do you see that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. If you go up to Line 35, it shows that you made 
a payment on November 3rd, 2008 --
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. -- and that that payment was applied to 
September 1st, 2008. Do you see that on the third 
column over? 
A. Yes. 
Q. So, what that indicates to me is that, in 
November of 2008, you made a payment that was applied 
several months earlier, back in September 2008, which 
means that you had not made a payment in September or 
October of 2008. You may have missed those payments. 
A. Okay. 
Q. But you made up for it by making two payments on 
November 3rd, 2008. 
A. And that's in 2008? 
Q. 2008, that's correct. 
A. I don't have an answer. I don't remember those. 
Q. Well, I didn't ask a question. 
A. Okay. 
Q. But I'll ask you a question, and that is, do you 
recall missing a payment, September and October of 2008? 
A. I do not. 
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Q. Okay. 
A. But we were starting to have problems with our --
that may have been -- I had said it was fall of 2000, or 
maybe it was -- I don't remember. But I do --
Q. That was my only question. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Okay. So, let's turn the page and go to JPMC 08. 
And what that indicates is that -- that by the time we 
get to Line 42, January 5th, 2009, your payments for 
November, December and January had not been made. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Okay. November of 2008, December of 2008 and 
January of 2009 had not been made. 
A. And any payments you all did not receive, it was 
due to you not being willing to work with us on getting 
them. I just want to go back to -- I made that comment 
earlier. 
Q. Do you recall -- do you recall during those 
months attempting to make a payment? 
A. Yes, sir. At all times, we were attempting to 
make payments. I felt like my life revolved around 
trying to work out details. That's also about the time 
the insurance notices, I believe, come through, John. 
So ... 
MR. STENQUIST: Let's mark this next one as 























































(Deposition Exhibit No. 11 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Do you recognize this document? 
A. I don't recognize this particular document, but I 
received some of these from you, which we would then 
call. And sometimes you all told us it had just been 
generated. Sometimes, blah, blah, blah. You know, it 
just depends. 
Q. Okay. So --
A. I don't -- you know, specifically, no; but I do 
know what the document is, yes. 
Q. And this is your address that's on the top; is 
that correct? 
A. Yes, it is. 
Q. And in the subject field, it shows your monthly 
payment amount and --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- the total due. Do you see that? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. So, that $7,294.97 that they include in this 
letter relates to those payments I just talked to you 
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about, November 2008, December 2008 and January 2009. 
So, this letter indicates that Chase contacted you when 
you were three months, based on their records, 
delinquent. 
A. Okay. I was also -- it doesn't, though, 
stipulate the times I contacted them trying to make the 
payments, and then they would say, you can't make a 
payment unless you do this or do this, and we can't take 
it for this reason because it's in their foreclosure. 
Q. Now, I don't have a question --
A. So, I need to go back and look to verify the 
accuracy of this. 
Q. Okay. I don't have a question for you 
outstanding. 
A. Okay. 
Q. So, let's not -- let's --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- digress. We need to make an accurate record, 
so --
A. Okay. Then let me make notes then so I can use 
it in my answer. Okay. Go ahead. 
Q. So, in this letter, on the second page of 
Exhibit 11, it gives you instructions of where to pay 





















































Q. And then on the following page, JPMC 34, it shows 
that there was an acceleration warning, warning you that 
you were three months past due. Do you remember 
receiving this document? 
A. I don't remember this one because I got so many 
of these that you told me were not -- that they were not 
valid. So, I specifically do not remember receiving 
this document, no, sir. But I did receive others just 
like this. I'm familiar with it. And then I called you 
all, and you would say we're okay. 
Q. In our documents production to you, we have 
produced quite a few of these types of letters where 
Chase has contacted you and attempted to work out the 
loan. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. But it's your testimony, from what I'm hearing, 
that these letters were all sent in error; is that 
correct? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That you did not give these letters much 
credence, although you did call Chase; is that correct? 
A. I called Chase. But at the same time I was 
receiving these, I was receiving insurance letters that 
were prove -- easy to prove they were false. And then I 
was talking to your people, who was looking on their 
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account and telling me yes, we're okay; there's 
something wrong with the transaction here. We will send 
it to research. 
So, I was doing everything I knew to do to work 
it out. So, yes, sir, when you -- I was getting these 
at the same time, just like I got something from you 
guys saying you weren't -- you were just a servicer. 
And yet, I've got a letter here that says you did buy it 
in December of '09. 
So, it's all -- everything was so conflicting, 
probably we should have had an attorney right then sort 
it out, but we were trying in good faith to work with 
you guys, assuming that was what you all wanted to do. 
Q. Some of these letters that Chase sent you -- and 
we've provided them --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- in discovery, if you want to take a look at 
them later. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Some of these letters discuss a forbearance 
program where they would allow you to reschedule your 
payments in a way. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Did you ever -- this is my question. Did you 
ever reach an agreement with Chase to reschedule or 




























forebear from the regularly scheduled payments? Did you 
ever sign anything --
A. No, sir, I never signed anything --
Q. Did you ever --
A. -- regarding a forbearance, no, sir. 
Q. Did you ever agree with Chase to change your --
your payment plan? 
A. We had -- whenever they had not taken a payment, 
then they would say -- you know, then, yes, they took 
two payments or whatever like that. They would take 
more of a payment. So, yes, sir, I did change my 
payment plan based on -- but that would have been verbal 
at that time. 
Q. But you never executed any additional documents, 
other than the ones you've testified to with 
Mr. Manwaring earlier; is that correct? 
A. Not that I remember. But I will go on record as 
saying this was a very traumatic time. Our entire world 
was turned upsidedown. I had just had a new baby, and 
life was not good. I needed medical attention. We 
could not afford it. I was dying, you know, et cetera, 
et cetera. 
And so, there was -- and so, there was -- so, if 
I'm wrong -- but I do not remember at any time signing a 
forbearance agreement with you guys. I did tell --
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1 whenever I would get somebody who would help me and they 
2 would say, well, can you send us a check now? Yes, sir. 
3 Here's the check number. And either I would do it, or I 
4 would go in, you know, like that, and I would give you a 
5 larger amount of money, you know, to -- to make things 
6 current. I gave you what I could. I genuinely tried to 
7 get you guys everything I could. And that was my 
8 understanding, is we were good in January of 2010. 
9 Q. But my question -- I'm really just trying to make 
10 a clear record. 
11 A. Okay. 
12 Q. You did not sign any modifications or forbearance 
13 agreements with Chase; is that correct? 
14 A. I do not remember. That is the only answer I can 
15 give you. 
16 Q. And that answer is acceptable. We just want to 
17 make sure we have a clear record. 
18 A. Okay. 
19 Q. Going back to Exhibit No. 10. 
20 A. Okay. 
21 Q. Let's look at Page JPMC 0003. 
22 A. Okay. 
23 Q. And on Reference No. 78, this indicates that you 
24 made a payment in November -- on November 11th, 2009 --




















































Q. -- but that this payment applied to December 1st 
of 2008, meaning, based on Chase's records, that as of 
November 11th, 2009, you were 11 months past due. Do 
you see that? 
A. I see what you're -- that's what the research --
whenever I said that we had tried to get research, I 
know the release by -- from Kim alone, requests for 
research, because she had been working with us, and that 
wasn't the case. So, we were trying to figure that out, 
why it showed that. We thought the insurance is what 
messed it up. We didn't know. 
Q. Okay. But --
A. I see what your record shows. I disagree with 
this record being accurate. 
Q. And that's -- that's what I was getting to. It's 
your testimony then today that in these 11 prior months, 
you had actually made payments --
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. -- to Chase in some way? 
A. Yes, sir. Every time I could and every way that 
I could. Believe me, we were sometimes -- well, okay. 
I was instructed not to tell stories, so that's fine. 
Literally going out -- I will say this. Literally going 
and selling family dogs and horses or whatever I 
needed -- wherever I could to come up with enough money 
to make sure that you guys had it. So ... 
MR. STENQUIST: Let's mark this as 
Exhibit 12. 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 12 marked for 
identification.) 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
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Q. Mrs. Nickerson, I've handed you a document that 
we've labeled Exhibit 12, JPMC 55 and 56. 
A. Yes, sir. I saw this in your answers earlier. 
So, yes, sir, I know the document. 
Q. And do you recall receiving this letter? 
A. I don't at that time, but I do -- I did see it, 
like I said, in your answers. I didn't have a -- a 
workout, so I don't know. 
Q. And now --
A. You all sent --
Q. Let me ask the question. 
A. Okay. 
Q. The first sentence of this letter says, quote, 
this letter is to inform you that Chase Home Finance has 
cancelled your workout. 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. My question to you is, did you have a workout 
agreement with Chase? 





















































A. Not that I'm aware of, no, sir. 
Q. The first sentence of the next paragraph says, 
quote, failure to -- basically, for the following 
reasons, failure to respond to requests for 
communication and/or documentation. 
Do you recall -- my question is, do you recall 
Chase ever requesting documentation and information from 
you? 
A. Through the -- through this time period, 
probably, yes, sir. I mean, I know that we have -- I 
don't -- I don't know who exactly has done what. Sorry, 
Jon. You guys have -- Genworth has this. I don't know. 
But I will say that I did receive -- whenever we --
well, that's not -- I don't think that was done --
that's actually on the other, so no. 
Q. Mrs. Nickerson, this is -- these are all the 
questions I have for you today. However, as we've 
stated before on the record, we are not closing your 
deposition. We are going to leave that open because 
there are a myriad of issues that we need to work out, 
either with the judge or your attorney, on questions 
that you did not want to answer today, we'll have to 
address later. 
So, your deposition is still open, and we will 
continue it to another date, if necessary. I have no 
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further questions today. 
MR. MANWARING: Very well. 
THE DEPONENT: I have one last answer. I'm 
more than willing to work with any questions that are 
regarding whatever they need for this, just not that 
affect our privacy or our future. So ... 
MR. MANWARING: I just have a couple of 
follow-up questions to end this up. 
EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. In the Notice of Deposition that was sent to your 
counsel, you were asked to bring with you all cancelled 
checks and/or bank statements showing payments made to 
PHH and/or J.P. Morgan Chase Bank. You didn't bring any 
bank statements with you today? 
A. If you want to pay me to have time to go home and 
get those, I didn't bring any with me, no, sir. 
Q. Didn't bring any cancelled checks with you today? 
A. No, sir. 
Q. Do you have in your possession somewhere bank 
statements for the years 2008, 2009 and 2010? 
A. I do not know for sure. 
Q. Was it still Wells Fargo Bank at that time? 
A. Yes, sir. 




















































A. Pardon me? 
Q. Was it a checking account? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Okay. Have you asked Wells Fargo Bank for copies 
of statements for those three years? 
A. I gave that to Just Law for anything that 
involved Chase or -- PHH, actually, because you didn't 
let me make a pavement. We were current with you when 
Chase took it, and then we had all the paperwork mess. 
But I did ask Wells Fargo. And I gave that to Bradon 
Howell at Just Law, a certified letter from the bank 
stating any transactions that involved you guys, PHH or 
Chase, the payment of these loans. Yes, sir, I gave 
that to you. 
Q. Okay. That's not the question I asked you. 
A. Okay. 
Q. I said, have you asked Wells Fargo Bank for 
copies of your bank statements? 
A. No, sir. I haven't had a reason to do that. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I gave --
Q. Can you ask for those? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Are you saying you don't want to? 
A. No. 
Q. Then what are you saying? 
Page 181 
A. I'm saying I will provide whatever you need to 
see what involves directly you, but I don't feel -- I 
don't want my privacy invaded on other issues, on what I 
have used my bank statements. I feel that's a violation 
of my privacy, and I would want to talk to a state 
attorney or whoever -- however you find out the criminal 
side of that, or what I'm allowed to do to protect 
myself. So ... 
Q. So --
A. But I'm more than willing to give you anything --
anything that involves Chase, PHH or Coldwell. More 
than willing. 
Q. That's what we've asked for. 
A. Yes, sir. Well, if they will give you a 
certified thing of pulling any transactions that involve 
you all, then I think that answers that. That provides 
that. So, I don't want to answer any more questions 
regarding that. I'd rather not answer that any further. 
Q. What we're asking you is, will you provide us 
with copies of your monthly bank statements for the 
years 2008, 2009 and 2010? 
A. I was -- I already answered that question. 
don't know. So ... And I was told that was a legitimate 
answer that I could give. 





















































Q. Well, if you don't know the answer to something, 
that is. But when you're asked whether you will provide 
them --
A. I don't know if I will until I research what my 
legal rights and my privacy, how much further you can 
abuse me. Then I will answer your question. So ... 
Q. Okay. Well, that's why I'm trying to make a 
record --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- so the judge can see --
A. Perfect. I'm more than willing to talk to the 
judge about my concerns about our privacy. And anything 
that we do, I would like to be --
MR. MITCHELL: Okay. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. In addition, we've asked you for copies of all 
cancelled checks that relate to payments. Will you 
provide us copies of all cancelled checks relating to 
payments to PHH or Chase for the years 2008, 2009 and 
2010? 
A. I will provide certified proof of payment for 
anything in 2008, 2009, 2010 that I have copies of or 
that I can access copies of. 
Q. Does that --
A. I will provide proof of payments -- certified 
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proof of payments. Whether or not it's in the form of a 
cancelled check or what form it's in, I do not know at 
this time. But I am more than willing -- since you said 
this was for the judge, I am more than willing, Your 
Honor, to give you -- to provide any proof -- any --
certified proof of any payments made to them in those 
months that I can provide, that I can get my hands on. 
Q. Okay. You keep talking about certified proof. I 
have no idea what you're talking about. What I'm asking 
you is, will you provide copies of the actual cancelled 
checks that relate to payments to PHH or Chase for the 
years 2008, 2009, 20107 
A. Do you know any languages other than English? 
don't --
MR. MITCHELL: Knock -- knock it off. 
THE DEPONENT: I said I don't know. I don't 
know the answer to that at this time. 
MR. MITCHELL: Can we take one quick break? 
I think we're doing a little bit better. 
MR. MANWARING: Yeah, okay. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess 
from 5:57 p.m. to 6:02 p.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: We are back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 




















































cancelled checks for payments made to PHH and Chase for 
the years 2008, 2009 and 20107 
A. I do not have any cancelled checks because I 
don't get cancelled checks, but I will have the bank 
provide proof of the payments to you however they can. 
Q. I don't know what you mean by that, but --
A. Okay. 
Q. -- your bank has copies of cancelled checks. 
A. I will provide whatever proof they will give me, 
or whatever I'm able to get for you, proof of the 
transactions that took place. I will provide that. 
Q. Including cancelled checks? 
A. I don't have any cancelled checks, so ... I feel 
like I've answered your question the best I can. Either 
my IQ's not working enough to answer your question or 
something. I've said I will provide -- whatever the 
bank can provide -- can give me to prove the 
transactions took place, I am happy to give you. I do 
not have any cancelled checks. 
MR. MITCHELL: And so, if that includes 
copies of cancelled checks, then yes. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 




MR. MITCHELL: Yes. 
THE DEPONENT: Yes. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. I think we're done 
then for tonight. We do keep this deposition open, as 
MR. STENQUIST has mentioned, because of the nature of 
the answers and the documents that are being requested 
here, so that in the event we need to come back and 
finish this, this deposition will continue. So, for 
that purpose, we're not closing the deposition; we're 
simply adjourning until we have further judicial review, 
the deposition of Donna Nickerson. 
I understand we're still doing the 
deposition of Charles Nickerson. Do you want to try 
that first thing in the morning? 
MR. MITCHELL: Yeah. I would say yes. 
MR. MANWARING: Can we start at 7:00? 
MR. MITCHELL: That's -- yeah, that's fine. 
THE DEPONENT: We're an hour from here. 
MR. NICKERSON: What is the time constraint? 
MR. MANWARING: 11:00 tomorrow. 
MR. MITCHELL: Jon's got a flight, and I'd 
rather --
THE DEPONENT: We were required to be here 
for Wednesday, Thursday and Friday, but it doesn't go 
for the attorneys too, so how about if --
www.mmcourt.com DONNA NICKERSON 10/3/2012 
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1 MR. MITCHELL: Well, let's go talk about 
2 scheduling, and we'll come back in and talk about that. 
3 MR. MANWARING: Okay. We're off the record. 
4 (Whereupon, the deposition was adjourned at 
5 6: 08 p.m. subject to being resumed at a later date and 




















1 REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE 
2 I, Nancy K. Towler, Certified Shorthand 
3 Reporter, do hereby certify: 
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4 That the foregoing proceedings were taken 
5 before me at the time and place therein set forth, at 
6 which time any witnesses were placed under oath; 
7 That the testimony and all objections made 
8 were recorded stenographically by me and were 
9 therea~er transcribed by me or under my direction; 
10 That the foregoing is a true and correct 
11 record of all testimony given, to the best of my 
12 ability; 
13 That I am not a relative or employee of any 
14 attorney or of any of the parties, nor am I 
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MR. KIPP MANWARING, Esq., JUST LAW OFFICE, 381 Shoup 
Avenue, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405, appearing on behalf 
of the Plaintiff PHH Mortgage and Third-Party 
Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage, d/b/a PHH 
Mortgage. 
MR. JON STENQUIST, Esq., Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, 
Rock & Fields, Chartered, 420 Memorial Drive, Idaho 
Falls, Idaho 83402, appearing on behalf of the 
Third-Party Defendants. 
MR. JOHN MITCHELL, Esq., Clark and Feeney, 1229 Main 
Street, Lewiston, Idaho 83501, appearing on behalf of 
the Defendants and Third-Party Plaintiffs. 




EXAMINATION OF CHARLES NICKERSON 
By Mr. Manwaring 
By Mr. Stenquist 
By Mr. Manwaring 
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THE DEPOSITION OF CHARLES NICKERSON was 
taken on behalf of the Plaintiffs on this, the 4th day 
of October, 2012, at 1229 Main Street, Lewiston, Idaho, 
before M & M Court Reporting Service, Inc., by Nancy 
Towler, Court Reporter and Notary Public within and for 
the State of Idaho, to be used in an action pending in 
the District Court of the Second Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Clearwater, 
said cause being Case No. CV2011-28 in said court. 
CHARLES NICKERSON, 
a witness of lawful age, having been first duly sworn to 
tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the 
truth, testified upon his oath as follows: 
THE DEPONENT: I affirm, yes. 
EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. If you'd please state your name for the record. 
A. Charles Nickerson. 
Q. And your address, whatever you use for your 
address. 
A. The address for this property is P.O. Box 3414, 
Redmond, Washington, 98073. 
Q. And this property is located in Orofino, correct? 
A. In Clearwater County, yes. 
Q. In Clearwater County. I think we discussed 
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yesterday it probably isn't in the city of Orofino; it's 
in --
A. Correct. 
Q. And it has an address on Neff Road? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And you agree with the address that you heard 
yesterday? 
A. I believe that was 3165 Neff Road, yes. 
Q. I couldn't remember what it was. Thank you. 
Mr. Nickerson, do you like to be called Mr. Nickerson, 
Charles? Whatever you prefer, we'll be happy --
A. I go by Nick. 
Q. Nick7 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. That works too. Have you had your 
deposition taken before? 
A. Yes. 
Q. How many times have you had your deposition 
taken? 
A. I believe only once, but I'm not 100 percent sure 
on that. 
Q. And was this in connection with the other civil 
action that your wife mentioned yesterday, the prior 
deposition' 
A. Yes. There were two mentioned yesterday, so I 




















































want to be clear on that. 
Q. Okay. Was this in connection with the action 
regarding the contractor? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. All right. And I just need to cover with 
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you some basic ground rules on depositions so we have it 
on the record and make sure both of us are understanding 
the expectation, if that's okay with you. The -- that's 
not a question. I just want to make sure. 
A. Okay. 
Q. First of all, as I mentioned to your wife 
yesterday, the court reporter has to take a verbatim 
record of what is being said here. And as a result, 
it's important for us to only be speaking one at a time. 
So, I will certainly do you the courtesy of 
waiting for your response before asking another 
question, and just ask the same courtesy for me to 
finish my question before you answer. Is that 
acceptable? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Thank you. In addition, the court reporter 
cannot record a nod or shake of the head. And so, our 
responses have to be verbalized with a yes or a no. Is 
that acceptable to you? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. Also, if I ask a question and you answer it, the 
presumption is that you understood the question and 
could give an answer. So, if you don't understand the 
question, please make sure you let me know that you're 
not sure what's being asked so that I can rephrase it in 
a manner that promotes understanding. Is that 
acceptable? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Now, for the deposition today, did you 




Q. All right. The notice of the deposition that was 
sent to your counsel stated that you were commanded to 
bring with you all written records, including but not 
limited to, deeds, letters, memoranda and notes kept by 
you, given to you or otherwise in your possession 
regarding the allegations that are in this action. 
Did you bring with you any of those documents? 
A. All I have is what counsel has. I did not bring 
any additional --
Q. Okay. 
A. -- documents. 




















































are the ones that your counsel has provided to us in 
discovery responses? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Okay. Also, the notice of the deposition that 
was sent to you stated that, in addition, you are to 
bring with you all cancelled checks and bank statements 
showing payments made to PHH and/or J.P. Morgan Chase 
Bank according to the terms of the promissory note. 
Did you bring with you any bank statements today? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you bring with you copies of any cancelled 
checks? 
A. No. I do not have any cancelled checks. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I do not physically have any cancelled checks. 
So ... 
Q. Okay. If you had them, they would be in the 
possession of a bank? Is that what you're saying? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Okay. And you didn't check with your bank before 
the deposition today to see if you could get copies from 
the bank of the cancelled checks? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. Now, I'll go through briefly some of the 
same things I talked with your wife about first 
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yesterday just to make sure we haven't missed anything 
or if you needed to add something else, okay? 
A. Okay. 
Q. So, if you'd look at Deposition Exhibit No. 1. 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 
Q. And Deposition Exhibit No. 1 is the warranty deed 
that you and your wife received for this property. Do 
you agree that that's the warranty deed, as best as you 
recall? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And that relates to the property that's in 
Clearwater County? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And that -- again, your wife mentioned this was 
approximately 50 acres of land. Do you agree with that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And she also gave some explanation as to the 
improvements that were made on that property. And did 
you agree with her explanation of those improvements? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Any additional information you wanted to add 
concerning the improvements to the property? 
A. No. 
Q. If you'd look at Deposition Exhibit No. 2, do you 
recognize that's the promissory note that you made in 























































Q. Okay. And do your initials appear on the bottom 
of those pages? 
A. Yes, they do. 
Q. And does your signature appear on the third page? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And that is your signature? 
A. Yes. 
Q. All right. And your wife mentioned yesterday 
that she acknowledged that there was a note that you 
and -- strike that. Your wife mentioned yesterday that 
she acknowledged this promissory note that you and her 
made for $285,000 to Coldwell Banker. Do you, likewise, 
acknowledge that you made this promissory note --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- for that loan? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And that you received the money from that loan to 
purchase the property in Clearwater County? 
A. Yes. 
Q. To your knowledge, Nick, has that amount been 
repaid to Coldwell Banker or PHH? 
A. To my knowledge, no. 
Q. Has -- it has not? 
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A. (Witness shakes head.) 
Q. Okay. 
A. I mean, some of it has been. 
Q. Right. But the entire note hasn't been? 
A. As far as I know, the note has not been paid off, 
no. 
Q. Okay. All right. Also, on the -- I think it's 
the fourth or fi~h pages, there are some affidavits 
there concerning your names. Could you turn to those 
and make sure that that page that has your name as part 
of that affidavit is correct? 
A. Yes, it's correct. 
Q. And it gives there that another name you go by is 
Nick Nickerson; is that correct? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Okay. That's why we're calling you Nick 
apparently. 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. All right. Anything about the terms of that note 
that you did not understand at the time you signed it? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. All right. If you'd look at Deposition 
Exhibit No. 3. 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. Okay. 




















































deed of trust that was given by you and your wife to 
secure the note that we just looked at, Exhibit No. 2. 
Is that your understanding? 
A. That is my understanding. 
Q. Okay. Your wife explained that even though this 
was a deed of trust, the two of you intended that this 
would be like a mortgage. Is that your understanding? 
A. That is -- that was what was explained to us, 
yes. 
Q. Okay. Again, on Exhibit No. 3, do your initials 
appear at the bottom of the pages of Exhibit No. 3? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And does your signature appear at the -- on the 
signature page of Exhibit No. 3? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And at the last page of Exhibit No. 3, there's a 
description of the property. Would you look at that 
description to see if it corresponds to the description 
given in Exhibit No. 1, which is your warranty deed? 
A. It appears to be the same. I have to look at the 
warranty deed. Yes, it's the same. 
Q. Okay. So, you've looked at the warranty deed and 
the deed of trust descriptions, and they describe the 
same parcel of property; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. Okay. Were there any terms of the deed of trust 
that you did not understand at the time you signed the 
deed of trust? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. 
A. Not that I'm aware of. 
Q. Okay. All right. In the requirements under the 
note that's Exhibit 2 and the deed of trust that's 
Exhibit No. 3, did you understand that you were to make 
monthly installment payments to pay off that loan? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Now, your wife mentioned yesterday that 
you were the one who, during this period of time, was in 
charge of the finances in the family. Would that be 
correct? 
A. Can you define "period of time"? 
Q. Certainly. During the years 2008, 2009, that you 
were in charge of the finances for the family, such as 
paying the bills. 
A. No. 
Q. Who was in charge of paying the bills? 
A. I don't know that you could say it was an in 
charge thing. It was a joint effort. She was mostly 
responsible. 
Q. Okay. So, a joint effort, meaning you and your 





















































wife together would go through what bills the family 
had, what income the family had and payments or 
adjustments, whatever needed to happen? 
A. Correct. 
Q. That way, you would manage your family finances? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Okay. In 2008, did you have, at that time, a 
checking account with Wells Fargo Bank? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was that checking account the source of funds 
that were primarily used to pay family liabilities or 
debts? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. What other source would be used to pay those 
liabilities or debts? 
A. Other accounts. 
Q. And what -- where would those other accounts be 
at? 
A. I don't want to answer that question. 
Q. Is there something objectionable about that 
question? 
A. Well, there are certain -- let's -- if I may 
speak freely? 
Q. (Counsel nods head.) 
A. Okay. I have certain objections globally to 
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certain lines of questioning due to the fact that you 
are a creditor and this action is not intended to 
collect a debt. And whatever actions are intended to 
collect debt that I owe would need to be a different 
legal proceeding. And, therefore, I think certain 
protections are granted under those proceedings. And 
so, I'm not going to answer some questions along those 
grounds. 
Q. Any other objection you have to answering that 
question? 
A. Yes, because I do not know which funds were 
applied to that -- this account at that time. No, which 
funds were for paying -- in the years 2008, which 
account the funds came from. 
Q. Okay. Do you understand, Nick, that in this 
action that's going on, PHH is seeking to foreclose its 
deed of trust? Do you understand that? 
A. Correct. Yes, I understand that. 
Q. And you understand that you and your wife are 
suing PHH as part of a claim you have? Do you 
understand that7 
A. I understand that. 
Q. And when you bring those issues, PHH has brought 
to issue a foreclosure claiming they haven't been paid 




















































and PHH has violated certain federal standards and 
breached a contract --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- you have a burden of proving your portion of 
those claims, and you have a responsibility to identify 
evidence that can answer either of those issues. So, 
that's the reason for these questions. 
A. I understand. Right, I understand. And I think 
we -- as my wife mentioned yesterday, we'll be happy to 
produce that as soon as we have determined what those 
are. And so, at this time, I cannot say which account 
those funds came out of. But when I can get my hands on 
a cancelled check or work with my bank -- bankers in 
order to provide that information, I will provide that 
information to you. 
Q. Okay. The question that was asked is, in 2008, 
was there some other source of funds besides the Wells 
Fargo checking account that was being used to pay --
A. I do not know. 
Q. And you don't know that? Okay. And that's 
what --
A. I do not know. 
Q. That's when I asked was there some other account, 
and you said there was, but you didn't want to say what 
that was. So, now I'm --
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A. Right. Well, because I -- I can't tell you for 
sure which account those funds came from. Therefore, I 
have to say I do not know if other accounts were used to 
pay your funds. Therefore, I'm not going to identify 
what other accounts I might have because they would not 
be relevant to paying you your money unless the funds 
came out of that account. 
Q. I must ask then, in 2008, was there an account 
besides the Wells Fargo checking account that you were 
using? 
A. I think I've already answered that question. 
Q. I haven't heard it yet. I'm just asking if there 
was an account besides the Wells Fargo checking account. 
A. You asked me if there were other accounts besides 
Wells Fargo. Can we go back and read the answer I 
provided to that question? 
(The reporter read back the following 
answer: Right. Well, because I -- I can't tell you for 
sure which account those funds came from. Therefore, I 
have to say I do not know if other accounts were used to 
pay your funds. Therefore, I'm not going to identify 
what other accounts I might have because they would not 
be relevant to paying you your money unless the funds 
came out of that account.) 
THE REPORTER: Was that the answer you were 






















































THE DEPONENT: Well, I was referring to a 
couple of questions ahead. 
Now, let -- can we not play the legalese 
game like you did yesterday badgering my wife and 
abusing her, you know, through this deposition process? 
I would, you know, ask the common courtesy. You're 
asking me questions; I'm providing those answers. 
If I provide, I do not know, I provide, I 
will not answer, then I would ask the courtesy that you 
continue on. We've already said we're going to set some 
issues aside for the judge's ruling, or to be discussed 
or negotiated, whatever, after this proceeding. 
So, in the interest of time, because I 
understand there's some time restriction based on 
some -- I believe the other attorney needs to catch a 
plane, that we not continue on badgering on certain 
issues that we've already -- you've already been 
provided an answer. 
You asked me if there are other accounts. 
told you I'm not going to answer that question. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. Well, I understand that your feeling, 
Nick, is that you or your wife may have been badgered. 
I don't share that observation, perhaps not 
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surprisingly. What we are seeing is a refusal to answer 
what we feel are relevant questions pertaining to the 
issues raised here. 
A. Have you provided us all of our discovery? 
MR. MITCHELL: Let's take a break. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
7:24 a.m. to 7:31 a.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: Back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. I think the question that was pending is, was 
there another account besides the Wells Fargo checking 
account that was used to make payments in 2008 on the 
note to Coldwell Banker? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. In 2009, was the checking account with 
Wells Fargo Bank used to make the payments on the note 
to Coldwell Banker? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And what you've already explained before as to 
whether or not there are copies of cancelled checks will 
depend on whether your bank has them. Is that --
A. That -- correct. 
Q. Okay. 






















































A. Was the Wells Fargo account used to make 
payments? Yes. But I'm not testifying that would have 
been the only way payments were made in 2009. 
Q. Okay. What additional method of payment was used 
in 2009? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. Who would know that? 
A. Donna. 
Q. Okay. Now, you heard her explanations yesterday 
about those payments in 2009? 
A. I -- yes. They -- well, her explanation about 
payments? I'll guess I'll have to go back to her 
testimony to -- to validate -- I would have to hear 
exactly what she said again because I don't know. 
Q. Okay. From what you can recall just sitting 
here, was there anything about Donna's testimony 
concerning the payments in 2009 that you didn't think 
was correct? 
A. It was correct to my knowledge. 
Q. Okay. All right. And that's fair enough. Was 
there -- strike that. Was Wells Fargo, the checking 
account, the account used to make payments for any 
payments that may have been made in 2010? 
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A. Yes. It's my understanding one payment was made 
in 2010. I believe it came from the Wells Fargo 
account. 
Q. Okay. Very well. And from your understanding, 
once the -- PHH received the note in 2010, it was not 
accepting payments. Is that your understanding? 
A. That is my understanding. But when you say "it 
was not accepting payments," you are saying PHH was not 
accepting payments? 
Q. Correct. 
A. Yes. Yes. 
Q. Okay. 
MR. MANWARING: If I could see those 
exhibits. Let me see if I can get the right one. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Nick, I'm handing you Deposition Exhibit 7. 
A. Okay. 
Q. And if you'd look at Paragraph 36. 
A. (Witness complies.) Yes. 
Q. Okay. In that paragraph, you allege that your 
credit rating has been destroyed. Can you give me your 
factual understanding of how your credit rating has been 
destroyed? 
A. My understanding from a credit -- from a 
credit-wise, a foreclosure status shows on your credit 





















































report, or 30 days late, 90 days late, 60 -- whatever 
that -- that damages your credit report and your credit 
rating. 
Q. Okay. Have you seen a copy of your credit report 
beginning in 2009? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Did you see one in 2010? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Did you see one in 2011? 
A. No. 
Q. Have you seen one this year? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. Now, do you have some experience in 
applying for loans, and if you're rejected, they give 
you notice that there was a problem shown on a credit 
history or for some other reason, they denied the loan? 
Have you had any experience with that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you receive a letter of that kind from any 
potential lender in 2009, 2010 or 2011? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. You don't recall one, or you just don't 
know if you had one? 
A. I -- I don't recall. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. All right. Have you seen a copy of a 
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credit report, different than a credit history, a credit 
report that had been prepared for you or your wife in 
2009? 
A. I don't -- I don't know. 
Q. Okay. How about 2010? 
A. I -- I don't know. 
Q. 2011? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. And 2012? 
A. No. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. All right. Now, if you'd look at 
Paragraph 37 on Exhibit 7. 
A. (Witness complies.) Yes. 
Q. You've had a chance to read that? 
A. (Witness nods head.) 
Q. Is that yes? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Do I understand the allegation there being 
that you were deprived of certain economic 
opportunities? 
A. 37 is regarding the reputation irreparably --
irreparably damaged because PHH caused service of its 
complaint -- Paragraph 37, which is what you were 
referencing was, as a result of this matter, Nickersons' 




















































service of its complaint to be done via publication when 
PHH knew that the Nickersons were represented by an 
attorney and made no effort at all to inquire about 
accepting service. 
Q. I stand corrected. 
A. So, I think you were looking at a different --
Q. I was --
A. -- speaking of a different paragraph, but that's 
what that one says. 
Q. Exactly. We're at that one anyway, so might as 
well start there. 
A. Okay. 
Q. What factually do you understand supports that 
allegation that your reputation has been irreparably 
damaged? 
A. Well, intentionally posting service in a 
publication when, you know, knowing we were represented 
at that time, you know, the only intention would be to 
damage someone's reputation or, you know, put a question 
about somebody into the public eye, especially knowing 
that someone is already represented. 
Q. Okay. So, the point of publishing a notice of a 
trustee sale, for example, is that what you're referring 
to, in a newspaper? 
A. Yes. 
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Q. That publication, you believe, was an intentional 
effort by PHH or someone to damage your reputation? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Any other fact that was a damage to your 
reputation? 
A. Not that I'm aware of. 
Q. Okay. Do you have any understanding or knowledge 
that, by law in Idaho, if you're going to foreclose on a 
deed of trust, you have to publish it in a newspaper? 
Do you know anything about that? 
A. I don't know the laws. 
Q. Okay. That's fair enough. I'm just asking if 
you do. Now we'll get to the other question I was 
thinking of. In your Complaint, you allege that because 
of the damage to your credit report --
A. Correct. 
Q. -- that you have lost some economic opportunities 
or contracts? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And you heard your wife explain yesterday about 
some of those. And it sounds like those were directed 
mainly to opportunities for you to work; is that 
correct? 
A. Correct. 
Q. So, tell me a little bit about what your skill or 





















































background is that these people would be hiring you for? 
A. Well, I'm a consultant, and I'm hired to --
primarily, they bring me in on troubled projects or 
something that they deem important, extremely important, 
high profile within the company, that needs to be done 
correctly and, you know, that all procedures are 
followed correctly, and that the -- the project will go 
off without a hitch or be -- and so, that's what -- the 
projects I'm talking about are -- would be information 
technology related or related to the telecommunications 
field in one way or another. 
Q. Okay. So, if I understand your question -- or 
strike that. If I understand your response, you have 
some expertise as a consultant in the telecommunications 
technology field? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Okay. Can you give me some background concerning 
your education and experience in that area? 
A. I can give you some background. My experience in 
that area, I have over 20 years experience in the 
telecommunications arena. I have specialized -- well, I 
have over 15 years experience related to 9-1-1, 
implementing the 9-1-1 service, so that when a caller 
calls either from their home phone or wireless phone, 
that the -- the call taker at the 9-1-1 center is able 
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to pinpoint their location in order to provide emergency 
services. 
So, my -- I have a subject matter expertise in 
that area, in all areas of that -- of 9-1-1, from 
dealing with the call takers and local sheriffs and 
local government to the state government to the federal 
government, the rules and regulations involving those 
implementations and the guidelines that the carriers are 
to follow. 
And so, they -- and then as far as the 
technology, I've touched every piece of -- from the 
hardware to the sonware to managing the whole 
implementation. 
Q. Okay. And do you have an educational background 
in that area? 
A. It's experience. 




Q. So, what year was it that you received a contract 
from AT&T, or an offer from AT&T, that you were able to 
either be granted the contract or, for whatever reason, 
AT&T decided not to hire you? 




















































opportunities. I don't have a record of each one. But, 
you know, in my field and what I've done, my resume, I 
get contacts frequently. 
Q. Okay. 
A. And not only from AT&T, but other companies. 
Q. So, I'm speaking about the one that your wife 
referenced yesterday in her testimony from AT&T. Can 
you help me identify when that was or --
A. No, I cannot. 
Q. All right. 
A. And I don't -- I don't know. Like I said, I've 
had numerous different, over the last four years, 
attempts to gain employment. 
Q. And what I'm asking about is those specific 
potential employers that were looking at you, but did 
not hire you specifically for the reason that you had a 
bad credit rating. Do you know which ones those were? 
A. I can't say off the top of my head. 
Q. Okay. Nothing comes to mind today about who that 
may have been? 
A. Trying to bring into a specific when -- never 
mind. 
Q. Okay. 
MR. MANWARING: Are we at 13? 
THE REPORTER: Yes. 
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MR. MANWARING: Lucky No. 13. 
EXHIBITS: 
(Deposition Exhibit No. 13 marked for 
identification.) 
MR. MITCHELL: Can we take a break real 
quick? 
MR. MANWARING: Sure. No problem. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
7:45 a.m. to 7:50 a.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: We're back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Nick, we've handed you what's marked as 
Deposition Exhibit 13. 
A. Okay. 
Q. If you'd turn to the second page, this is an -- a 
document that discloses expert witnesses that must be 
identified prior to trial. It states there, in that 
Paragraph No. 1, that you folks, who are the third-party 
plaintiff, has not yet identified an expert witness to 
testify at trial, but expects to have a qualified agent 
of a loan/bank entity or, in the alternative, a 
certified accountant. 
Have you actually discussed with any bank agent 
or certified accountant the facts of this case? 
A. Yes, we have. 





















































Q. Is there somebody that is going to be used by 
you, or attempted to be used by you, as an expert 
witness at trial? 
A. At this point, I don't know of one that's been 
identified. 
Q. So, as far as an expert, you don't know who that 
may be, 
A. That's what I just said. 
Q. Just had to make sure. I'm making something that 
someone else has to read, and I want to make sure they 
understand what we're talking about. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Okay. Handing you what's marked as Deposition 
Exhibit 4. This was the deed of trust on the, I 
believe, second mortgage that was granted by you to 
Wells Fargo Bank in exchange for a loan. Do you 
remember getting that second mortgage? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. And does your signature appear on that 
deed of trust that's Exhibit No. 4? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And I believe that was granted sometime in 2007. 
Is that --
A. That is correct. 
Q. -- your understanding? To your knowledge, is 
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there monthly installment payments that were required as 
part of that second mortgage' 
A. Yes. 
Q. And to your knowledge, were those payments made 
through the checking account at Wells Fargo that's 
already been discussed? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And to your knowledge, have those payments been 
kept current? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. So, as we sit here today, there's been no 
default or a claim of default concerning the second 
mortgage with Wells Fargo? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. Fair enough. Trying to find out. If 
you'd look at Deposition Exhibit No. 5, that is a 
judgment that was recorded in favor of Knowlton and 
Miles, which I understand is a firm of attorneys here in 
Lewiston, Idaho. I think your wife yesterday testified 
that Knowlton and Miles were the attorneys that 
represented you and your wife in the action with the 
contractor; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And have you seen that judgment before? 



























Q. Okay. Were you aware that Knowlton and Miles was 
claiming that they were still owed fees from their 
representation of you? 
A. Not until I had seen this. I mean, I -- yeah, I 
don't --
Q. Not until you saw a judgment? 
A. Not until -- yeah, either that or my wife had 
told me about it. Because that's why -- because I just 
said I don't know if I had seen this before, but I do 
know that there was an action; that Knowlton and Miles 
had done some action; and that -- yeah. 
Q. Okay. So, you -- you became aware that there was 
some claim by Knowlton and Miles' 
A. At some point, yes. 
Q. At some point, okay. 
A. Yes. 
Q. I asked your wife yesterday whether this judgment 
has been satisfied. That's a term we use to say that 
it's been taken care of, paid in full, or at least 
satisfied to the judgment creditor's satisfaction. Do 
you know whether this judgment has been satisfied? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. From your experience in life in dealing 
with loans, credit histories, credit information, can a 
judgment on your credit history cause you to have a 
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1 lowered credit rating? 
2 A. I have not had that experience, so I do not know. 
3 Q. And I think you've already testified that you 
4 haven't actually seen your own credit history report for 
5 the last four years, so you don't know whether this 
6 judgment is showing up in it or not? 
7 A. That is correct, I do not know whether this 
8 judgment is showing up or not. 
9 Q. Okay. I think we're about done. I'm going to 
10 hand you what's marked as Deposition Exhibit No. 9. If 
11 you'll turn to Page 4 of that exhibit. 
12 A. (Witness complies.) 
13 Q. Looking at the Answer to Interrogatory No. 6 that 
14 is recited on Line 11, and your answers begin on Line 14 
15 by identifying Heather at Wells Fargo. Do you see that? 
16 A. Yes. 
17 Q. Do you know Heather's last name? 
18 A. I do not. 
19 Q. Okay. And do you know what Wells Fargo branch 
20 Heather works at? 
21 A. No, I don't. 
22 Q. Okay. The statement here is that Heather knows 
23 everything about what happened and recommended numerous 
24 times for the Nickersons to get an attorney. 
25 What can you tell me about your knowledge of what 




















































you believe Heather knows? 
A. Well, that would be a better question to ask 
Donna. 
Q. Because ... 
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A. Because she has dealt with Heather specifically, 
has talked with Heather on the phone. I have not 
personally spoken to Heather. 
Q. Okay. That helps me understand. 
A. Okay. 
Q. Do you have any information yourself from your 
wife or anyone else as to what Heather would know? 
A. Heather would -- yeah. She would know just about 
anything that I would know regarding the history, what 
has happened, the fact that we attempted to make 
payments, were not allowed to make the payments, the 
payments that we are getting -- that were made were not 
credited appropriately, and just the whole -- everything 
that we would -- that we have expressed in our Complaint 
regarding our interactions with Chase and PHH. 
Q. And what -- to your knowledge, would Heather's 
knowledge about that information come from you and 
Donna, or mainly Donna? 
A. From Donna, yes. 
Q. Okay. So, whatever Heather knew was reported to 
her from Donna? 
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A. It is my understanding that she, as a banker, has 
access to other information as well that we don't see on 
her screen regarding credit scoring, credit reporting, 
those types of information that, as a banker, you have 
access to that, as a person, that we don't have access 
to that information. 
Q. Okay. So, Heather may have seen something on a 
bank computer screen that may have referenced your 
credit rating or credit report; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. But as far as the information that Heather 
received concerning the history of your interactions 
with Chase or PHH, that would have come from her 
conversations with Donna? 
A. I -- I've already said I don't know what other 
access -- what other information -- I'm sure she -- like 
I said, she has other information. So, I don't think 
it's limited to only what Donna has testified. 
Q. Okay. To your knowledge, did Heather have 
communications with anyone at Chase or PHH? 
A. To my knowledge, no. 
Q. Okay. Same for -- the next entry is Jody at 
Wells Fargo. 
A. Yes. 





















































Q. Okay. And do you know Jody's last name7 
A. I think it's Lawson (phonetic). 
Q. Okay. 
A. I don't know how to spell it. I think that's how 
it's pronounced. 
Q. Do you know what branch she works at? 
A. In Lewiston. 
Q. And, again, does -- from whatever Jody knows, is 
that something that either you or Donna would have 
reported to her? 
A. Whatever she has access to as a banker, you know, 
whatever she's talked with us about, whatever she has 
talked to other bankers about. I don't -- I mean, I 
don't know. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Has Jody ever told you, for example, that she 
talked with someone at Chase or PHH? 
A. I don't recall. 
Q. Okay. And Theresa at Wells Fargo, do you know 
Theresa? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you know her last name? 
A. No, I don't. 
Page 37 
Q. Okay. Do you know what branch she works at? 
A. Lewiston. 
Q. Okay. Same kinds of questions. Theresa's 
knowledge --
A. Same -- I'm sorry. 
Q. I anticipate it being the same answer, but 
somebody else --
A. You've got to get it on the record. 
understand. Sorry. 
Q. Very good. From Theresa's knowledge or 
understanding concerning the history of your 
interactions with Chase and PHH, would that have come 
from you and/or Donna? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. To your knowledge, did Theresa have any 
conversations or communications with PHH or Chase? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. Theresa's never told you personally, look, 
I talked with somebody at Chase, and here's what's 
happening? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. Now on Pages 4 and 5 and going over to 6 
of Exhibit 9, there's a listing of individuals at Chase 
that I would assume would be the Chase -- J.P. Morgan 
Chase Bank. Is that your understanding? 






















































Q. All right. Did you have personal conversations 
with any of those persons that were listed? 
A. No. 
Q. Who would have had those conversations? 
A. Donna. 
Q. All right. Would you have been present for any 
of those conversations? 
A. Possibly. 
Q. Do you recall any of them? 
A. I -- no, I... 
Q. You're shaking your head no, and I just --
A. Well, I'm -- I'm trying to -- I'm trying to 
remember. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I don't -- I don't recall any specific -- I know 
I was present on conversations, but I could not identify 
which conversation I was present. 
Q. Okay. That's fair enough. 
A. Yeah. 
Q. Also on Page 6 --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- of Exhibit 9, it identifies people at PHH and 
Coldwell Banker, which -- just for your knowledge, 
that's the same entity really. 
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A. Right. 
Q. Again, did you have any personal conversations 
with those people listed for PHH or Coldwell Banker? 
A. No. 
Q. Were you present for any of those conversations? 
A. I believe I was. 
Q. Do you recall any of those conversations? 
A. I recall the subject matter, but I don't --
cannot give you the specific conversation when that 
subject matter was discussed. 
Q. Okay. So, as you're sitting here today, you 
can't tell me specifically, look, I remember I talked to 
Bill, and here's what was said? 
A. Right. I was -- correct. 
Q. Okay. When you say you were present for the 
conversations, was -- was your presence because you were 
in the same room or next to your wife at the time these 
conversations were taking place? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was she using a speaker phone? 
A. Yes. 
Q. So, you could hear what was being said over the 
speaker phone? 
A. Correct. 




















































that had a speaker system with it? 
A. I don't -- don't know which. I couldn't tell you 
which conversations were on which type of phone. 
Q. Okay. All right. Was anyone else present during 
those conversations besides your wife? 
A. I believe our children. 
Q. Okay. Did you have any of these conversations, 
for example, while you were with someone at Wells Fargo, 
for example? 
A. I did not. 
Q. Okay. Okay. And if you'd look at Page 7 of 
Exhibit 9, looking at the bottom, beginning at Line 20 
of Interrogatory No. 7, that is asking for each payment. 
And your answer states that, Nickersons are in the 
process of looking for proof of all the payments that 
they have made. 
Can you tell me what process you and your wife 
have gone through to look for those payments? 
A. We have -- have looked at check registers. We 
have attempted to identify any cash receipts that we may 
have on hand. Again, at this time, especially in 2009, 
we were living out of a car. So, locating those 
particular documents has been a challenge. 
Q. So, you've -- you've looked for those receipts, 
and you've looked at check registers? 
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A. Yes. 
Q. You haven't yet gone to the bank and asked for 
bank statements or cancelled checks? 
A. l have -- no. 
Q. Okay. lf you'd look at Page 9 of Exhibit 9. 
A. (Witness complies.) 
Q. I'm looking at Interrogatory No. 16, which is on 
Line 16, asking you to set forth in detail the amount of 
damages you claim and the reasons for such damages. And 
your answer is, the Nickersons are in the process of 
putting their damages together. 
Did I read that correctly? 
A. Yes. 
Q. The second sentence says, said damages are 
continuously increasing significantly. 
Did I read that correctly? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And what process have you and your wife been 
going through to identify the damages you claim you've 
incurred? 
A. Just going -- going over the -- you know, the 
missed employment opportunities, the fact that the 
monies that could have been saved should we had been 
permitted to refinance but, because of your actions, 
have not been allowed to refinance; going through, you 





















































know, the -- everything that -- you know, that, because 
of the poor credit, it affects just about every area of 
your life, the aspects that now credit limits have been 
reduced or credit cards cancelled because of, you 
know -- because of the foreclosure status put on our 
account. At least that's what we're told by the credit 
agencies, credit providers. There's -- yeah, just 
trying to go -- you know, it touches every area of your 
life. So, I mean, there's ... 
Q. So, in this process, have you been able to write 
down or list all of those various items and identify the 
actual damages? 
A. It's my understanding that we have come up with a 
preliminary list. I don't know what all is on that 
list. 
Q. That same answer says that, in Line 19, this 
answer will be supplemented, which means you'll provide 
us with the information as you gain it. 
Do you have now the process complete where you 
have identified your damages and each of those items 
that you've just explained here this morning and how 
much you have lost or claim to have lost? Have you 
completed that process? 
A. I don't -- I can't say. I don't know. 
Q. Okay. 
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A. I don't know where it stands. It's something 
that, you know, we have to get legal counsel on. I 
don't know where we are in that process. 
Q. Okay. If you'd turn to Page 10 of Exhibit 9. 
A. (Witness complies.) 
Q. I'm looking at Interrogatory No. 18 on Line 3. 
It asks you to detail the business opportunities that 
were lost. Now, your answer is, the Nickersons are in 
the process of putting their damages together. 
Did I read that correctly? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. Now, this relates to business 
opportunities lost. Have -- can you explain to me the 
process you and your wife have gone through to identify 
what business opportunities have been lost and what the 
damages are that you are claiming? 
A. Old notes. I don't know. It's primarily Donna 
that has worked on that. So ... 
Q. As you sit here this morning, Nick, do you have 
any knowledge yourself as to what those are that you've 
identified? 
A. Well, I know that we've discussed some as far as 
we've lost contract opportunities. The other business 
opportunities would be a question for Donna. 




















































provide some information to Donna about that because 
you're the one providing the business opportunities; is 
that correct? 
A. I -- no. I mean, as far as my employment and 
being employed as a consultant, yes. But other business 
opportunities that she has worked on, I -- I can't speak 
to the details of. 
Q. Oh, okay. All right. Well, maybe there was a 
presumption here on my part that was incorrect. Are you 
telling me that Donna, herself, had other business 
opportunities that were lost because of a credit rating 
issue? 
MRS. NICKERSON: It's ongoing. 
THE DEPONENT: You'd have to ask her. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. From your knowledge, were there some business 
opportunities she was doing? 
A. To my knowledge, she has done other business 
opportunities. 
Q. Okay. To your knowledge --
A. I don't know. Like I had said, I don't know. 
Q. All right. To your knowledge, Donna's business 
opportunities, were any of them withdrawn or denied 
because of a credit rating issue? 
MRS. NICKERSON: (Indicating). 
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THE DEPONENT: It is my understanding that 
credit had an effect on her business opportunities, yes. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. And do you know what -- what would be the nature 
of Donna's business opportunities? What are we talking 
about? 
A. I'm not -- like I say, I don't know exactly which 
ones she would be referring to. 
Q. I don't either. That's why I'm asking. 
A. Right. 
Q. Yesterday, in Donna's testimony, when we talked 
about this same issue, she identified consulting work 
that was coming your direction. 
A. Right. 
Q. But I didn't hear her testify as to anything she 
was doing as far as business opportunities. And so, 
when you mention there may be something for her, I need 
to understand from you what -- was there something that 
she was going to enjoy as a business opportunity that 
she forgot about yesterday, or do you know? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Okay. 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Just to make sure we're clear, Nick, outside of 
the consulting work that you've identified for the 





















































telecommunications arena -- is that fair enough? 1 
A. Yes. 2 
Q. -- what other business do you and your wife 3 
engage in on a regular basis? What types of businesses 4 
are you involved in? S 
A. Well, outside of the consulting world, my focus 6 
is on our ministry, which is not really a (indicating) 7 
business, so to speak. So... 8 
Q. What you're saying is your ministry isn't a 9 
money-making business? 10 
A. It's -- I don't think it's made money since we 11 
started. So... 12 
Q. Well, I think that's the nature of ministry. 13 
A. It's an expense-making business. 14 
Q. It's a ministering business. 15 
A. There you go. 16 
Q. Okay. All right. Is there any other business 17 
activities you and your wife are involved in outside of 18 
this ministry work that you're doing? 19 
A. Not -- not -- I mean, I -- there's all facets in 20 
the ministry, so it's... 21 
Q. Well, I understand that. But I'm saying, outside 22 
what would be the ministry or its facets, are there 23 
actual business activities that you and your wife are 24 
engaged in, you know, income-producing business work 25 
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that you're doing? 
A. No. I don't know how to answer that question. 
Q. I think it's a yes or no. Either you are engaged 
in other business income-producing activities or you're 
not. It seems simple enough. 
A. Well, not in the context of the ministry. 
Q. Right. Okay. So, anything you're doing 
business-wise would be in the context of the ministry? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Okay. That's why I'm asking if there's anything 
outside that that would also be a business, 
income-producing. And what you're saying is no, there's 
nothing else? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. Is it fair to say, Nick, that the -- the 
bulk of the income-producing business that your family 
would have received would come from your consulting 
work? 
A. In the past, that would be correct, yes. 
Q. Okay. If that's in the past, is there something 
new that provides the family with the income it needs to 
meet its expenses? 
A. Through the ministry, yes. 



























Q. What you're telling me is, you're doing this 
ministry work, and that provides some things? 
A. Correct. 
Q. But outside that, there's no main 
income-producing activity? 
A. No. 
Q. Okay. All right. 
MR. MANWARING: I don't have any other 
questions right now. 
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MR. MITCHELL: Can I take a personal break 
for a few minutes before you get going? 
MR. STENQUIST: Sure. Yeah, let's take a 
break and go off the record. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
8:19 a.m. to 8:39 a.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: Let's go back on the record. 
EXAMINATION 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Mr. Nickerson, I am representing J.P. Morgan 
Chase Bank. My name is Jon Stenquist. And as you know 
from yesterday's testimony, there are some important 
ground rules that we should follow. And Mr. Manwaring 
has discussed many of those with you, one of which is 
that we wait for the other one to finish a question or 
an answer so we get an accurate record for the court 
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reporter. 
Another ground rule is that you are required 
under the rules to answer a question unless your 
instruction -- unless your attorney instructs you not to 
do so. And it's also important to answer all of your 
questions verbally. So, shaking your head and nodding 
your head do not create an accurate record for the court 
reporter. 
Are you willing to abide by those ground rules? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Yesterday, we spent quite a bit of time in this 
room deposing your wife. Do you recall that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And you were here the whole time; is that 
correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And we did take quite a few breaks yesterday, but 
you never took a break while your wife was testifying; 
is that correct? 
A. Correct. 
Q. And so, you heard all of the questions and the 
answers that your wife gave; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And you listened intently to those questions, 
correct? 






















































Q. Okay. Was there anything that your wife 
testified to yesterday that you recall as being 
incorrect or untruthful or something you do not agree 
with? 
A. No. 
Q. Do you believe you would have answered many or 
most of those questions that she was asked the same --
in the same way? 
A. Yes. 
Q. There were also many instances where your wife 
was not comfortable answering a question or, frankly, 
refused to answer a question. Do you recall those 
instances? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Are you willing to provide information that your 
wife was not willing to provide yesterday? 
A. No. 
Q. So, for example, yesterday, I asked your wife if 
she would provide the cell phone number that was used 
during the telephone conversations with Chase Bank. Do 
you remember those questions? 
A. I remember that question. 
Q. And do you remember that your wife refused to 
provide that cell phone number? 
A. I remember that she did not provide the cell 
phone number, yes. 




Q. Okay. After your deposition yesterday -- strike 
that. After your wife's deposition yesterday, it was 
clear that there are quite a few documents that have not 
been provided to Mr. Manwaring or myself to support your 
claims in this case. 
My question to you is, a~er your deposition --
after the deposition yesterday, did you make any attempt 
when you went home to locate documents to bring to your 
deposition this morning? 
A. No. 
Q. Well, I'd like to first start off discussing your 
background. Are you a high school graduate? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And a~er high school, did you attend college? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Where did you attend college? 
A. I will not answer that question. 
Q. Did you obtain a degree, a college degree? 
A. I will not answer that question. 




















































courses relating to finance? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Did you take any business management classes? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you remember what those courses were titled? 
A. I can remember one specifically. Well, a couple 
actually. Business statistics, business -- professional 
business management, business systems. 
Q. Based on your education, do you feel like you're 
qualified to review and understand Joan documents? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you feel qualified to understand the concept 
of amortization? Do you know what amortization is? 
A. I understand amortization. 
Q. When you get a loan, a portion of the payment 
goes to principal, a portion goes to interest? 
A. Right. Yes. 
Q. So, when you signed the loan documents with PHH, 
you understood that the loan you were receiving would be 
amortized over a period of time and that you would make 
payments, correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And that a portion of each payment would go 




Q. So, there's no confusion on your part as to how 
those payments are made to lenders, correct? 
A. No, no confusion. 
Q. I'd like to discuss with you a little bit more 
detail about your professional experience. 
A. Okay. 
Q. You've explained that you have been a consultant 
for a -- in the telecom industry and also in the 
information technology industry. Could you list for me 
your work experience in these two industries? 
A. In the telecommunications industry, I have worked 
as a pole climber installing telephone lines and 
equipment. I have installed switches, routers, 
9-1-1-related equipment. I have taken apart and 
reassembled computer hardware. I've written computer 
software. 
I have conceptually designed the interfaces 
presented -- presentations to management regarding 
proposals, contracts, legal interpretations. I've 
worked with the local, state and federal government 
regarding 9-1-1 implementations, pretty much the nuts 
and bolts of what would happen to make telephone service 
work, to providing the information that passes through 
the communications networks so that emergency services 
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1 can be provided. I mean, I can go on and on. 
2 Q. Well, let's -- let's start with just your initial 
3 experience, pole climber. Who did you work for? 
4 A. I don't want to answer the specifics on who I've 
5 worked for. 
6 Q. When did you work as a pole climber? What years? 
7 A. The years --
8 MRS. NICKERSON: (Indicating). 
9 THE DEPONENT: I don't really see why it's 
10 relevant. 
11 MR. STENQUIST: Let the record reflect that 
12 Donna Nickerson, sitting at the table, made a hand 
13 gesture to her husband indicating, to me, that he was 
14 not supposed to answer the question. He saw that and 
15 then answered the question. 
16 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
17 Q. Mr. Nickerson, when you installed switches, who 
18 did you work for? 
19 A. I worked for the same company that I was working 
20 for as a pole climber. 
21 Q. And who is that-:> 
22 A. I've already requested not to -- to disclose 
23 that. 
24 MR. STENQUIST: Okay. Counsel, we're going 
25 to reserve on this line of questioning and keep the 
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1 deposition open. 
2 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
3 Q. During what time period did you work installing 
4 switches? 
5 A. I've had -- let's see, it's been over -- like I 
6 testified earlier, I've had over 20 years experience. 
7 Q. Okay. And so, what years -- what years, 
8 generally, did you work as a switch installer? 
9 A. Again, I have over 20 years experience in all 
10 facets. So, it could have been the beginning some and 
11 some more in the middle and, you know, debugging and 
12 doing it in the last five years. I can't decide. 
13 MRS. NICKERSON: (Indicating). I'm waving 
14 at my children who are outside the door. They brought 
15 my baby to see me. Thank you. 
16 BY MR. STENQUIST: 
17 Q. Now, you also said that you have written computer 
18 software; is that correct? 
19 A. That's correct. 
20 Q. And --
21 A. Again, that would have been in the 20-year 
22 timeframe we're talking about. 
23 Q. All right. Who did you work for when you wrote 
24 computer software? 



























I've already expressed I don't want to answer who I've 
worked for. 
Q. Okay. So, you're not going to tell me any prior 
employers during our deposition today-:> 
A. No. 
Q. Are you willing to disclose to me any companies 
you've worked for as a consultant-:> 
A. No. 
Q. When was the last time that you did any work for 
the telecommunications industry? 
A. I don't know an exact time. 
Q. Have you worked for the telecommunications 
industry over the last -- during the last five years? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And what did you do in the last five years in the 
telecommunications industry? 
A. I've worked providing 9-1-1 expertise, project 
management. 
Q. And when was the last date that you recall 
working in this area? 
A. Jon, I don't see the importance of this. It has 
nothing to do with whether or not --
MRS. NICKERSON: She can't hear you. 
THE DEPONENT: Well, I was asking my 



























line of questioning has nothing to do with how much I 
owed and how much I paid. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. I'd like to create a record. 
A. Okay. 
Q. So, if you would answer the question when -- that 
was asked. 
A. You say you'd like to create a record. A record 
of the fact that I'm not going to answer your question? 
Is that the record we're trying to establish here? 
Q. Yes. 
A. Okay. Let's -- let's establish that as a record 
then, and let's get in front of a judge and see how he 
wants to rule. 
MR. MITCHELL: Let's answer -- please reask 
your question, answer it, and then I need a break. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. I believe my question was, when was the last time 
you worked in the telecommunications industry? 
A. And I said I do not know. I mean -- when you 
originally asked that question, I said I don't remember, 
is what I think I said. 
Q. Well, you said that you've -- you've worked in 
the telecommunication industry on a 9-1-1 project over 
the last five years. 






















































Q. Do you remember the last date that you worked on 
that project? 
A. Yes, I clearly remember the last date I worked on 
that project. Am I going to provide you with that 
answer? No. 
Q. That's the record I wanted to establish. 
A. Thank you. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
8:53 a.m. to 9:02 a.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: Let's go back on the record. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Mr. Nickerson, we just took a break, and I assume 
you spoke to your attorney outside. I'm not asking you 
what you spoke to your attorney about, but what I'm 
asking is, have you changed your mind about answering 
any of the questions I've asked you today? 
A. No, I have not changed my mind. 
Q. Okay. Let's move on. 
MR. STENQUIST: And we will reserve on all 
of these questions for a later date. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Yesterday, your wife testified that there were at 
least three companies that you've identified as 
potential income sources, including AT&T, T-Mobile and 
Page 59 
Financial Services located in West Virginia. Do you 
recall that testimony? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Are there any additional potential companies that 
you believe were an income source to you, but could not 
be because of your damages claimed in this case? My 
question is, can you add to that list, other than those 
three? 
A. I can add to that list, but I'm not going to at 
this point until we finish our discovery process. 
(DISCUSSION HELD OFF THE RECORD.) 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Based on that interchange, is your answer that 
you are not going to answer that question? 
A. Correct. 
Q. So, you -- just to clarify and make an accurate 
record, you are aware of additional companies that you 
lost --
A. Just to clarify the record --
MR. MITCHELL: Let him finish. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. There are additional companies that you could 
have potentially worked for, but couldn't because of the 




















































A. I'm not going to answer the question. 
Q. Talking about AT&T, T-Mobile and Financial 
Services, which were identified yesterday, is there any 
indication, either verbally or written, from any of 
these companies that they did not hire you or contract 
with you because of your credit rating? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And who -- who told you that, or do you have that 
in writing? 
A. It was verbal. 
Q. It was verbal. And who told you that? 
A. I do not have the name. 
Q. Was it somebody from AT&T? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. T-Mobile? 
A. I --
Q. Well, you've claimed that these three companies 
and more have refused to hire you or contract with you 
because of your credit rating that you claim was damaged 
by Chase and/or PHH. My question is, how did you learn 
of that? 
A. I don't recall. 
Q. Did anyone at AT&T tell you they would not hire 
you or contract with you because of your credit score? 
A. I -- I don't know on those. I don't know who 
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told me that. 
Q. But my question is, did someone tell you that? 
A. That was my understanding at the time, yes. 
Q. And was that AT&T who told you that? 
A. I don't know if it was AT&T directly or the 
recruiter I was working with or who -- how it came 
through the chain, but that was my understanding. 
Q. Who was the recruiter you were working with? 
A. I've worked with various recruiters, so I -- I 
don't want to answer your question. I don't know that I 
can answer that question. 
Q. Do you have any records at home that would 
indicate who you were working with, what recruiter you 
were working with, in attempting to obtain work for 
AT&T? 
A. I don't know if I have those records at this 
point in time. 
Q. Do you recall specifically any recruiter telling 
you that they cannot get you work with AT&T because of 
your credit score? 
A. I think I've already said I don't know if it was 
AT&T or the recruiter who told me that. 
Q. But did somebody tell you that? 
A. That was my understanding. 
Q. Could you provide me with the name of the person 






















































A. Not right now. 
Q. -- could have told you that? Not right now, but 
you --
A. Not right now. And I don't know if I still have 
the record. 
Q. Okay. How about T-Mobile? Did someone at 
T-Mobile or a recruiter for T-Mobile tell you that they 
could not --
A. Again, that was my understanding. Verbally. It 
was not in writing. 
Q. Somebody told you that? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And who was that with T-Mobile? 
A. The same. I don't -- if I have a record of it, I 
would have to find the record of it. 
Q. Let's talk about Financial Services. Who -- when 
you potentially were going to work for Financial 
Services, were you working through a recruiter? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And who was that recruiter? 
A. I do not know the name. I do not know the firm 
they worked for. 
Q. Your wife testified yesterday, and do you agree, 
that Financial Services did not hire you or contract 
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with you because of your credit score? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And how did you come to believe that7 
A. The recruiter told me they were running a credit 
report. 
Q. And then what did he tell you? Are you just 
assuming that because they ran a credit report that they 
didn't hire you because of your credit score? 
A. No. 
Q. It's not just an assumption? 
A. No. 
Q. Were you actually told by someone, either the 
recruiter or Financial Services, that they were not 
going to hire you solely because of your credit score? 
A. I don't recall. 
Q. Could there have been other reasons why AT&T, 
T-Mobile or Financial Services did not hire you? 
A. You'd have to ask them. I don't ... 
Q. Okay. And that's fair. I understand that. 
I would like to ask them, but I need the information 
from you so I can ask them. And so, if you have any 
knowledge or memory or documents about who you were 
working with at AT&T, T-Mobile, Financial Services or 
any recruiters, I would like to receive that, either 




















































Do you have any memory of the people who we can 
talk to at these companies or recruiters? 
A. No. 
Q. Do you believe you have documents in your 
possession that would lead us to those recruiters or 
those companies? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Have you, before your deposition today or at any 
time, looked for those documents or records? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. In your previous testimony, we heard you testify 
that you have spoken to various accountants and bankers, 
but have not decided on any of them to serve as an 
expert witness; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You have listed a handful of bankers in your 
answers. 
A. Correct. 
Q. Is there anybody outside of the people you have 
listed for us already who you have spoken to who may 
serve as an expert witness? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Have you talked to an accountant about serving as 
an expert witness in this case? 
A. I have not personally, no. 
Q. Do you know if your wife has? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Yesterday, during the deposition of 
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Mrs. Nickerson, we went through quite a few documents 
regarding the payment history on your account. Did you 
hear those questions? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And do you agree with your wife, whose testimony 
was essentially that you made payments for every month 
of the outstanding loan up until 2010? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And do you disagree with her testimony in any way 
when she said that payments were made out of the Wells 
Fargo Bank account or in cash7 
A. Can you ask that question -- I'm not sure what 
you're asking. 
Q. Sure. Your wife testified yesterday that you 
paid your payments to Chase out of the Wells Fargo Bank 
account, correct? 
A. Yes, some payments were made out of the Wells 
Fargo Bank account. 
Q. She also testified that some payments were made 
in cash. 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. And is that your recollection as well? 
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Q. Were there any other means by which payments were 
made to Chase during -- during that time? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Do you have any additional knowledge about 
receipts or cancelled checks evidencing payments to 


















Q. Mr. Manwaring asked you earlier about your 
damages calculation. And if I recall correctly, you 
testified that you have started preparing a list of your 
damages, but have not completed it; is that correct? 
A. Correct. 
Q. And did you prepare that list of damages? 
A. I helped. 
Q. With -- and you helped who? 
A. Donna. 
Q. And how is that list kept? Is it on a computer 
file, or is it on a paper file? What does that list 
look like? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. So, you helped prepare it, but you don't know how 
it was recorded? 
A. Correct. 
Q. You don't remember if it was written down 
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1 anywhere? 
2 A. I don't. 
3 Q. Was this --
4 A. I was asked -- you know, I don't -- I don't know. 
5 Q. Was it only verbal then, your discussions with 
6 her about your damages, or was it written down? 
7 A. I don't -- I... 
8 Q. You don't know7 
9 A. I don't know. 
10 Q. So, you don't know of any written list outlining 
11 your damages; is that correct? 
12 A. I believe a list was prepared. I don't know 
13 where it is or what the figures were. 
14 Q. And that would have been prepared by your wife? 
15 A. Yes. 
16 Q. With your assistance? 
17 A. Yes. She asked me questions. 
18 Q. Do you remember anything about your calculation 
19 of damages, any specifics as to how you were damaged, in 
20 what amounts and why? 
21 A. Yes. 
22 Q. Okay. Could you tell me those? 
23 A. Not at this time. 
24 Q. And why not? 
25 A. I -- because that process is not complete. 
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1 Q. But you are aware of some of the damages, not 
2 just -- not all of them, correct? 
3 A. Yes. 
4 Q. Could you tell me those damages that you're aware 
5 of now? 
6 A. Not at this time. 
7 Q. And just so we make an accurate record, it's --
8 you do not want to answer the question right now7 
9 A. I do not want to answer the question right now. 
10 Q. Okay. But you do have the information and 
11 knowledge, you just don't want to give it to me now 
12 until your calculations are complete; is that right? 
13 A. Correct. 
14 Q. Did you ever have any conversations with Chase 
15 when your wife was not also on the phone? 
16 A. No. 
17 Q. Were you on every conversation with Chase that 
18 your wife was on? 
19 A. No. 
20 Q. Is there anything in your wife's deposition 
21 testimony yesterday that -- that you remember that she 
22 did not remember about these conversations? 
23 A. I would have to go through the whole testimony 
24 regarding those conversations. I don't know what --



























Q. There's nothing that struck you yesterday that 
you remember that she didn't during any of these 
conversations? 
A. Again, that -- that's -- I can't answer that. 
mean, I don't know. I can't answer that question. 
Q. Well, let's go to Deposition Exhibit 9. 
MR. MANWARING: I think that's the one you 
have in front of you there. 
THE DEPONENT: Is this 9 (indicating)? 
Okay. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Starting on Page 4 -- and I believe Mr. Manwaring 
has talked about Heather at Wells Fargo earlier. And I 
apologize if this seems somewhat duplicative. I'll try 
to go through it quickly. But do you remember any 
conversations that you've had with Heather at Wells 
Fargo? 
A. I have not spoken with Heather personally. 
Q. How about Jody at Wells Fargo? Have you ever 
spoken with her personally? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And when was that? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Do you -- do you recall what you talked about? 
A. We talked about this case, about what was going 
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on, where -- what could I do to help. I mean ... 
Q. Was this part of your attempt to refinance your 
second mortgage at Wells Fargo, or was it in addition to 
that refinance? 
A. No, it was in addition. It was -- it was not 
related to the refinance. 
Q. So, did you approach her as -- as an advisor 
then, just to get her help? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And advice? 
A. I don't -- I don't know that I was asking for 
advice. 
Q. So, what -- why did you go to Jody at Wells 
Fargo? 
A. Just to talk to her about what was going on, see 
what they could do. 
Q. Okay. What -- what did they tell you they could 
do? 
A. Basically, nothing. 
Q. Do you remember talking to Theresa at Wells 
Fargo? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you remember what you talked about? 
A. Theresa is my banker, so we talk about a lot of 
things. 
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Q. Like what? 
A. What -- just --
MR. MITCHELL: That's a pretty broad 
question. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Is she a private banker? 
A. She's a personal banker. 
Q. A personal banker? So, she -- she contacts you 
when there's any issues with your checking account, for 
example? 
A. I'm trying -- I don't know that we've ever had 
any issues, so I don't --
Q. Okay. 
A. Yeah. I mean, just -- yeah, about our accounts 
or whatever. 
Q. Well, what is her job as a personal banker? I'm 
not familiar with everything they do. 
A. I'm -- I'm not either, as far as what their job 
description would be. 
Q. Okay. What does she do for you then? What 
services does she provide for you? 
A. She -- I call her up, and she transfers money, 
things that you wouldn't work with -- anything you would 
work with a teller on. 



















































payments to Chase on your behalf? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Did you ever talk to Kim at Chase? 
A. No. 
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Q. Were you ever on the phone, on speaker phone, for 
example, with your wife when she was talking to Kim at 
Chase? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. You don't recall? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. If you would go down the list here on Page 5, 
there's -- there's quite a few names here. And I'll 
give you a minute or two to look down there. And if you 
remember any conversations that you've had with any of 
these people at Chase, I'd like you to let me know if 
you remember any conversations with them. 
A. (Witness complies.) 
Q. Let's just stick with Page 5 for now. 
A. Stay on Page 57 Okay. 
Q. So, did you have a chance to review that list? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you remember any specific conversations with 
any of these people on Page 57 
A. No. 
Q. Would you take a look on Page 67 All of the 
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names on the page that are relating to Chase, would you 
look at those names and let me know if you remember any 
conversations with any of those people? 
A. (Witness complies.) I don't remember. 
Q. So, you have reviewed that list, and you don't 
remember any conversations with any of these people 
listed here on Page 6 at Chase, correct? 
A. Correct. 
Q. Do you remember talking to any of the other 
people listed here on Page 6, at PHH or Coldwell Banker? 
A. Michael, Dominic. Those are two I specifically 
remember. 
Q. Okay. What do you remember about your 
conversation with Michael at PHH? 
A. I just remember we were just explaining to him 
the situation and trying to get it worked out, telling 
him PHH is not working with us. They're not allowing us 
to make our payments, what -- what do we have -- you 
know, what do we need to do to get PHH to work with us 
to -- to get this resolved? 
I mean, we were current as of January 2010, and 
they sent a default notice. And so, we were trying 
to -- to work through that with them and figure out what 
was going on, why -- why is this so messed up? 
Q. Do you remember his response? 






















































Q. Did he indicate that PHH would be willing to 
allow you to catch up or make payments? 
A. I just know that he wouldn't take a payment at 
that time. 
Q. How about your conversation with Dominic? What 
do you remember about that conversation? 
A. Dominic was -- he worked with us originally to 
provide the loans. We were just telling him the story, 
telling him what was going on. We were trying to work 
with PHH, was there anyone that he knew of that we could 
contact to resolve the situation? 
Q. And what was his response? 
A. I don't -- I don't remember. 
Q. Did you ever have any conversations with the 
individuals identified on Page 7 in that Answer to 
Interrogatory No. 67 
A. Pete Elliott. 
Q. Any others? 
A. No. 
Q. And when did you --
A. I -- Bradon Howell. I do remember a conversation 
with Bradon Howell. 
Q. Okay. Let's talk about your conversation with 
Pete Elliott. What do you remember about that? 
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A. We -- we were just explaining to him the 
situation. You know, the same thing. PHH had not 
provided any remedy for us to try to remedy the 
situation. And so, we were working with Pete Elliott as 
our -- you know, as the PMI provider, to try to come up 
with a resolution. 
It was our understanding that our communication 
with PHH would help resolve the situation. And so, we 
just talked to him about what could we do, what needed 
to be done, you know. I mean, that's pretty much the 
extent of it. 
Q. Do you remember his response to you? 
A. I don't -- I don't remember all of it. 
Q. Do you remember the timeframe when you spoke to 
Mr. Elliott? 
A. I -- no, I don't remember. 
Q. How about the time when you spoke to Michael at 
PHH7 Do you remember that time, approximately? 
A. Michael at PHH, which is on the other page, I 
believe has the date and the time written in there. 
Q. Oh, there we go. Thank you. How about Dominic? 
A. Dominic would have been -- you know, in here we 
have identified as March 11. On other 
conversations with him, I don't know that we have it 



























Q. So, you spoke to Dominic at Coldwell Banker on 
March 11th? 
A. According to this, it says, Dominic, PHH, 
March 11, 2010, on Page 9 -- no, Page 6. 
Q. Okay. I see two Dominics here. 
A. It's the same gentleman, as far as I understand. 
Q. Oh, it's the same person? It's just listed 
twice? 
A. Right. 
Q. But you've had multiple conversations with 
Dominic? 
A. That is my understanding. 
Q. You don't remember anything additional, other 
than what you've already testified? 
A. No. 
Q. Going back to Page 7, what do you remember 
discussing with Bradon Howell? 
A. If I recall correctly -- I mean, we have it -- we 
have it listed out here, so I'd have to go through and 
read what we've already provided. 
Q. Well, I don't want you to read --
A. If there was anything additional --
Q. Yeah, I don't want you to read this into the 
record. We already have that. You can certainly read 




























Q. And if you have anything to add to that, I'd like 
to know it. 
A. (Witness complies.) I don't know that I have 
anything substantive to add. 
Q. Okay. You've testified, and your wife testified 
yesterday, that some of your payments to Chase were made 
in cash; is that correct? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you know how many payments were made in cash? 
A. I do not know. 
Q. Did you ever make payments.in cash without your 
wife present? 
A. No. 
Q. Was it usually your wife who made the payments 
then? 
A. Yes. 
Q. I said usually. Let's tighten that up a little 
bit. Did your wife always make the payments in cash7 
Was your wife the person -- when a cash payment was 
made, was it your wife who made that cash payment? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Thanks. How about checks? Did you ever write 
checks to Chase, or was it your wife who made the checks 
to Chase? 





















































A. I don't know. 
Q. Do you ever remember writing a check to Chase? 
A. I do not remember. 
Q. Did you ever write a letter to Chase, anything in 
writing from you to Chase? 
A. I -- I don't know. 
Q. Did you ever draft an e-mail to Chase or try to 
contact Chase in writing? 
A. I did not e-mail Chase, no. 
Q. Other than the second mortgage to Wells Fargo, 
have you, in the last four years, applied for credit, 
but been declined for credit? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And when was that? 
A. Actually, technically, no. Technically, it would 
be no, I did not. 
Q. What do you mean by "technically"? 
A. Well, technically, I did not apply, but I was 
denied. 
Q. Could you explain that to me? Who was it that 
denied an extension of credit to you? 
A. Wells Fargo. 
Q. Anyone else? 
A. I don't recall. 
Q. And what was this for? 
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A. When we talked to them about refinance. 
Q. Was it just for the refinancing of the second 
loan, or did you ask for an additional loan or a 
separate loan and you were declined? 
A. We've -- we asked for additional -- we had asked 
for a loan to take over the first. 
Q. They declined that? 
A. They declined. 
Q. And did they cite to your credit as a reason? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was that the only reason? 
A. That was my understanding. 
Q. Did they tell you anything in particular about 
your credit score? 
A. Not me personally. 
Q. Did they tell you that your credit history with 
Chase and/or PHH was the only reason your credit score 
was low? 
A. I don't -- I don't know. 
Q. Could there have been other reasons for the 
reduction in your credit score? 
A. I'm not aware of any. 
Q. On Page 9 of your interrogatories, No. 17 asks 
you to set forth in detail the names of any and all 




















































threatening. Your answer does not list any names. 
Do you recall any of the names of Chase employees 
that may have been rude or offensive or threatening? 
A. My understanding, it could have been any one of 
the names we've already provided. 
Q. But you don't remember specifically anyone at 
Chase on the list who was rude or offensive or 
threatening, correct? 
A. I don't know the answer to that question. 
Q. Is it because you don't recall the names of 
anyone who was rude or offensive, or you just don't 
know? 
A. I just don't know. 
Q. I asked these questions of your wife yesterday. 
I'd just like to confirm with you. Do you have any car 
loans currently? 
A. No. 
Q. Do you have any credit card debt? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And who do you owe that credit card debt to? 
A. I don't want to answer that question. 
Q. How much do you owe in credit card debt? 
A. I don't want to answer that question. 
Q. Are you current in your credit card payments to 
your -- relating to your credit card debt? 
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A. As a result of this ongoing litigation, no. 
Q. And when did you first start missing payments on 
your credit card debt? 
A. I don't want to answer that question. I will --
no, I'll rephrase that. Not during 2009. 
Q. Meaning that you were current on your credit card 
obligation during the entire year of 2009? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. How about 2008? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Also current? 
A. Current, yes. 
Q. And then in 2010, you were no longer current on 
your credit card debt? 
A. 2010, I was current. 
Q. The entire year? 
A. The entire year. 
Q. And is this just one credit card or multiple 
credit cards? 
A. I have more than one credit card. 
Q. How many? 
A. I'm not going to answer that. 
Q. Is your testimony the same for both -- for all of 
your credit cards7 You were current on all of your 
credit cards in 2008, 2009 and 2010? 






















































Q. And then after 2010, you're not current on any of 
your credit cards; is that correct? 
A. I'm not going to provide an exact time. 
Q. Do you file federal income tax returns' 
A. Yes. 
Q. And have you filed your tax return for 2011? 
A. No. 
Q. Have you filed your tax return for 2010? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you remember what your gross income was in 
2010 on your 2010 tax return? 
A. Can I take a break? 
MR. STENQUIST: Why don't you answer the 
question first and then we can. 
THE DEPONENT: I need to seek counsel before 
I answer that question. 
MR. MITCHELL: So, you're refusing to answer 
that question, I guess it would be, for the record. 
Would that be sufficient, Jon, and then we take a break? 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. So, for the record, you're not going to answer 
that question until you have a chance to talk to your 
attorney; is that correct? 
A. That is correct. 
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MR. STENQUIST: Let's take a break. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
9:42 a.m. to 9:47 a.m.) 
MR. STENQUIST: We're back on the record. 
BY MR. STENQUIST: 
Q. Mr. Nickerson, are you willing to answer my 
question? 
A. I don't remember the number. 
Q. Was it more than $10,000? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. You don't remember anything about the number, not 
even a range? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Did you make over $100,000 in 2010? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. You don't have any idea of how much you made in 
2010? 
A. I won't answer that question. 
Q. How much was your gross income reported on your 
2009 tax return? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Do you know a range? Can you --
A. I won't answer that. 
Q. You won't give me a range? 




















































Q. How about in 2008? How much was your gross 
income in 2008? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. What about a range? 
A. I won't answer that. 
Q. Do you remember what your gross income was in 
2007? 
A. I don't -- I don't remember. 
Q. Do you recall a range of how much you made in 
2007? 
A. I won't answer that. 
Q. Do you know whether or not you were provided a 
Form 1098 mortgage interest statement by Chase? Do you 
know what that is? 
A. I know what that is, yes, sir. 
Q. Have you been provided with 1098 forms from 
Chase? 
A. I would assume so. 
Q. Was it your custom and practice to deduct your 
mortgage interest from your gross income on your taxes? 
A. Yes. 
Q. But you don't remember if Chase ever provided you 
1098 forms? 
A. I believe they have because it is my custom to 
deduct interest. 
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Q. But you have no recollection of when or how much 
your interest was? 
A. No, I don't. 
Q. Do you have your tax returns in your possession 
that you filed, copies? 
A. Not with me. 
Q. But at home or in storage? 
A. Somewhere. 
Q. You do have them? 
A. Somewhere, yes. 
Q. It's your practice to keep those --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- in a file? And you knew that we had asked for 
those tax returns as part of this discovery, but you 
refuse to provide those; is that correct? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Do you use a computer program to track your 
finances, such as QuickBooks? 
A. No. 
Q. What do you use to keep track of your finances, 
if anything? 
A. (No audible response.) 
Q. You don't have a ledger book? 
A. No. 
Q. Back in 2007, did you keep a ledger of your 




















































income and expenses in paper form? 
A. No. 





Q. So, other than your tax returns, you don't have 
any records of your financial history; is that correct? 
A. Notes, receipts, bank records. 
Q. So, you could, perhaps, recreate your total 
receipts for a year, but you do also have tax returns 
that show -- that accurately show that; is that correct? 
A. I believe so. 
Q. Do you bank with any other banks besides Wells 
Fargo? 
A. I'm not going to answer that. 
Q. How many accounts do you have with Wells Fargo? 
A. I have -- I don't really see the importance of 
that, but I mean, we have -- we've already talked about 
the second note. We've talked about a checking account. 
Q. You also mentioned transfers. Jody would make 
transfers for you. So, I'm assuming you have other 
accounts at Wells Fargo; is that correct? 
A. That are related to the loans that we have with 
Wells Fargo. 
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Q. Okay. So, how -- what other accounts do you have 
with Wells Fargo? You have a loan account, checking 
account. Do you have a savings account with Wells 
Fargo? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Any other accounts with Wells Fargo? 
A. Not that I'm aware of. 
Q. And just so I make the record clear, you do have 
other accounts with other banks, but you're not willing 
to discuss those; is that correct? 
A. That's correct. 
Q. We've talked about credit card loans, credit card 
debt and your second mortgage and the obligation 
that you -- that's at issue here with PHH. Do you have 
any other debts outstanding? 
A. I will not answer that. 
Q. Mr. Nickerson, do you ever recall signing a 
forbearance agreement with Chase? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you ever sign or agree to a loan modification 
with Chase? 
A. No. 
MR. STENQUIST: I'd like to reserve further 
questioning of this witness and keep the deposition 




















































in asking further questions at this time. 
MR. MANWARING: I just have a few. 
THE DEPONENT: Okay. 
EXAMINATION 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Do you keep a check register for your checking 
account with Wells Fargo? 
A. No. 
Q. So, you don't keep track of deposits or checks or 
electronic funds transfers' 
A. Not on a check register, no. 
Q. Where do you keep track of those items at? 
A. It would just be receipts. 
Q. Did you keep a check register in 2008? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you keep one in 20097 
A. No. 
Q. And did you keep one in 2010? 
A. No. 
Q. So, for all three of those years, the way you 
would track deposits and debits to your checking account 
would just be receipts? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Okay. And do you still have copies of those 
receipts for those three years? 
A. I would assume so. 
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Q. Okay. And you mentioned about the application 
that was technically not an application for a loan with 
Wells Fargo. Do you remember that --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- line of questioning? Did you make a written 
application for a refinancing, 
A. No. 
Q. What did you do as far as asking Wells Fargo 
about refinancing? 
A. Just asked them, what can we do here? Can we 
refinance' Can we -- can you help take us over7 You 
know, we're in good standing with you guys. We have 
good credit with you guys. Is there something we can 
do7 
Q. Who did you talk to? 
A. We talked to Jody. We talked to Theresa. 
Q. Okay. And did Wells Fargo send you a denial 
letter that said we cannot approve a loan because of the 
following reasons? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. But you didn't make any written application to 
Wells Fargo, 
A. No. 
Q. Wells Fargo didn't ask you for a current copy of 




















































tax returns, for example7 
A. No. 
Q. Or W-2 statements? 
A. No. 
Q. Or any evidence of income' 
A. No. 
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Q. Okay. Nick, you've got Deposition Exhibit No. 7, 
which is your answer to PH H's Complaint to Foreclose and 
is your counterclaim against PHH and a claim we call a 
third-party claim, and that's Chase. 
A. Okay. 
Q. That's just to lay a little foundation so you and 
I are thinking the same thing. 
A. Right. 
Q. Okay. Now, here in -- within the next couple of 
weeks, and certainly on the trial that's scheduled for 
December 3rd --
A. Right. 
Q. -- PHH is going to present evidence to the judge 
that says, here's a promissory note --
MR. MITCHELL: I want to take a break and 
talk to my clients for a second. 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
MR. MITCHELL: ls that okay? Because this 
isn't really a question. This is --
be. 
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MR. MANWARING: Well, not yet, but it will 
MR. MITCHELL: All right. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
9:59 a.m. to 10:06 a.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: Back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Nick, I was just laying a little bit of 
foundation before some questions were being thrust at 
you here. That is that, again, within a couple of 
weeks, and certainly by -- on the day of trial in 
December, PHH will present evidence to the judge in this 
case that will show there was a promissory note that you 
and your wife signed agreeing to pay $285,000; that it 
was secured by a deed of trust. That property that was 
subject to the deed of trust is your property in 
Clearwater County. 
And we're going to show evidence that you've 
already seen that indicates you were in default in 
making payments on that note as of January 2010. Once 
we present that evidence to the judge, what evidence do 
you and your wife have, outside your personal testimony, 
that demonstrates your payments were not in default? 
A. I don't know the answer to that question. 




















































A. That's what my legal counsel is for. 
Q. You will have an obligation at that point in time 
to present evidence. Now, we have gone through great 
expense and effort, both PHH and Chase, to have 
attorneys come from Idaho Falls to Lewiston to take 
depositions. We've made demands for documentation that 
would support your claims that you're not in default. 
Not received any of those documents. 
So, what you're telling me is, you don't know 
what you'd be able to show the judge in response to 
PH H's showing of evidence that we have a deed, note, 
property and default. Is that fair? 
A. Your demands for documentation -- well, let's not 
even go there. Sorry. Strike that. We feel that the 
evidence that we will provide at trial will be more than 
convincing to the judge and jury that we were not in 
default. 
Q. I understand you may feel that way, but you have 
to understand -- and I'm sure your good counsel here 
is -- good attorney, has given you plenty of direction. 
That's not my job here to be his second role for you. 
But I'm sure he's already told you you have a burden to 
prove. And you can't just wait until trial to say, 
well, here's my evidence. You have to show us that 
before trial. Here you have to show us that. If you 
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haven't shown it to us, it doesn't come in. 
So, I'm asking you today while we're here 
together, you and your wife with your counsel. We are 
going to present evidence that shows that you have 
signed a note, a deed of trust. That deed of trust 
applies to your real property in Clearwater County; and 
that our evidence shows you were in default of payment 
of that note, and that allows us to foreclose your 
property. 
I asked you what evidence, besides your own 
testimony, you're going to use to prove otherwise, and 
you said you don't know. I'm just asking, again, while 
we're here together, is there some evidence that you're 
aware of outside your own personal testimony --
A. Yes. 
Q. -- that you're going to present to disprove PH H's 
position? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What is that evidence? 
A. When you provide it to me, I will reveal that. 
Part of that evidence is part of the discovery process. 
MR. MITCHELL: Okay. 
THE DEPONENT: They have not answered the 
discovery. 
MR. MITCHELL: Right now --




























THE DEPONENT: I want to get it on record --
MR. MITCHELL: No. 
THE DEPONENT: -- they have not answered 
their discovery. 
MR. MITCHELL: Okay. Stop. Let's go 
outside. Listen to me. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
10:11 a.m. to 10:15 a.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: Okay. Back on the record. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. I think we were at the question of, what evidence 
were you going to be able to show to the judge in 
response to motions or trial that would disprove PHH's 
position? And you said you knew of some evidence, and I 
said, what was that evidence? 
A. This -- I'm trying to remember what my counsel 
told me. 
Q. That's probably good advice to follow. 
A. That this -- this -- we've presented what we've 
presented, and continuing on this line of questioning is 
harassing and annoying and intimidating, whatever, those 
legal terms. So, I don't feel like -- I feel like I've 
answered your question. 
Q. Okay. The only answer I feel like you gave is 
that you don't know what evidence you'd present. Is 
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1 that fair? 
2 A. Outside the scope of what we've already -- the 
3 evidence that we've already presented, I don't know what 
4 else is available at this time. 
5 Q. I think that takes care of my question. 
6 A. All right. 
7 MR. MANWARING: I don't have anything else. 
8 MR. MITCHELL: Okay. Hey, let's take one 
9 more break --
10 MR. MANWARING: Okay. 
11 MR. MITCHELL: -- just so I can talk about 
12 some follow-up stuff, and we'll be back. 
13 MR. MANWARING: Very good. 
14 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 
15 10:17 a.m. to 10:19 a.m.) 
16 MR. MANWARING: We're back on the record. 
17 The witnesses are not present with us. Their attorney 
18 is. Mr. Mitchell is here with Mr. Stenquist and myself. 
19 Mr. Mitchell's indicated he does not intend to ask his 
20 clients any questions on this deposition. 
21 For purposes of making clear the record, we 
22 are keeping this deposition open for the ability to come 
23 back and ask further questions as we've reserved 
24 throughout this deposition. So, for that purpose, this 



























(Whereupon, the deposition was adjourned at 
10:20 a.m. subject to being resumed at a later date and 
time, if necessary; signature secured.) 
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The Note states that Borrower owes Lender Two llondred Eighty-Five Thousand Dollars 
and Zaro Cents Dollars 
(U.S.$ 205,000. oo ) plus interest Borrower has promised to pay th.is debt in regular Periodic 
Payments and to pay the debt in full not later than Novel!lber 1st, 2032 
(F) "Property" means the property that is described below under the beading "Transfer of Rights in the 
Property." 
(G) "Loan" means the debt evidenced by the Note, plus interest, any prepayment charges and late charges 
due under the Note, and nlt sums due under this Security lnslnU!len~ plus interesL 
(H) "Riders" means all Riders to this Security Instrument that are oxecuted by Borrower. The following 
Riders an: to be executed by Borrower [ check box as applicable]: 
0 Adjustable Rate Ilider 
0 Balloon Rider 
DVARidcr 
0 Condominium Rider O Second Home Rider 
D Planned Unit Development Rider D 1-4 Family Rider 
D Biweekly Payment Rider D Oilier(s)[ specify] 
(I) "Applicable Law" means all controlling applicable federal, state and local statutes, regulations, 
ordinances and administrative rules and orders (that have the effect oflaw) ns well as all applicable final, 
non-appealable judici31 opinions. 
(J) "Community A.ISociatlon Dues, Fee1, and Asse,oment.!i" means all dues, fees, assessments and other 
charges that are imposed on Borrower or tbc Property by a condominium association, homeowners 
association or similar organization, 
(K) "Electronic Fllnds Transfer" means any transfer of funds, other than a transaction originated by 
check, draft, or similar paper instrument, which is initiated through an electronic terminal, telephonic 
instrument, computer, or magnetic tape so as to order, instruct, or authorize a financial institution to debit 
or credit an account. Such tenn includes, but is not limited to, point-of-sale transfers, automated teller 
machine transactions, transfers initiated by telephone, wire transfers, and automated clearinghouse 
tnlnsfers. 
(L) "Escrow Items" means those items that are described in Section 3. 
(M) "Mlscellaneou, Proceed!" means any wmpensation, settlement, award of damages, or proceeds paid 
by any third party (other than insurance proceeds paid under the coverages described in Section 5) for: (i) 
damage to, or destruction of, the Property; (ii) condemnation or other taking of all or any part of the 
P1operty; (iii) conveyance in lieu of condemnation; or (iv) misrepresentations of, or omissions as to, the 
· value and/or condition of the Property. 
(N) "Mortgage Insurance" means insurance protecting Lender against the nonpayment of, or default on, 
the Loaa. 
(0) "Perlodlc Payment" means the regularly scheduled amount due for (i) principal and wterest under the 
Note, plus (ii) any amounts \ffider Section 3 of this Security Instrument. 
(P) "RESP A" means the Real Estate SenlementProcedures Act (12 U.S.C. Section 2601 et seq.) and its 
implementing regulalion, Regulation X (24 C.F.R. Part 3500), as they might be amended from time to 
time, or any additional or successor legislation or regulation that governs the same subject matter. As llSed 
in this Security lnstrument, "RESP A" refers to all requirements aod restrictions that are imposed in regard 
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to a "federally related mortgage loan" even if the Loan does not qualify as a "federally related mongage 
loan" under RESP A. . 
(Q) "Successor in Interest of Borrower" mCllJls any party that has taken title to the Property, whether or 
not that party has assumed Borrower's obligations under the Note and/or this Security Instrument. 
TRANSFER OF RJGl-ITS IN THE PROPERTY 
This Security Instrument secures to Lender: (i) the repayment of the Loan, and all renewals, extensions and 
modifications of the Note; and (ii) the performance of Borrower's covenants and agreements under this 
Security Instrument and th~ Note. For this purpose, Borrower irrevocably grants and conveys to 
Trustee, in trust, with power of sale, the following described property located in the 
COUNTY of CLEllll.W.A.TER 
[Type of Recording: Jurisdiction] [Name of Recording_ Jwisdierion] 
Being more particularly deecribed by a legal description attached hereto 
and ~ade a part thereof, Being the same premises conveyed to the 
mortgagors herein by dood being recorded simultaneously herewith; this 
being a purchase money mortgage given to secure the purchase price of the 
above described premises. 
Pan:el ID Number: 
3165 NEFF ROAD 
OROFINO 
(''Propeny Address"): 
which cmrently has the address of 
[Stn:ot] 
!City], Idaho 83544 
TOGETHER WITH all the improvements now or hereafter erected on the property, and all 
easements, appurtenances, and fixtures now or hereafter a part of the propeJty. All replacements and 
additions shall also be covered by this Security Instrument. All oflhe foregoing is referred to in this 
Security Instrument as the "Property." 
BORROWER COVENANTS that Borrower is lawfully seised of.the estate heroby conveyed and has 
the right to grant and convey the Property and that the Property is unencumbered, except for encumbrances 
ofrecord. Borrower warrants and will defend generally the title to the Propeny against all claims and 
demands, subject to any encumbrances of record. 
THIS SECURITY INSTRUMENT coml:>ines uniform covenants for national use and non-uniform 
covenants with limited variations by jurisdiction to constitute a uniform security instrument covering re~! 
property. ' 
UNIFORM COVENANTS. Borrower and Lender covenant and agree as follows: 
I. Payment of Principal, Interest, Escrow Items, P,-epayment Charges, aud Late Charges. 
Borrower shall pay when due the principal of, and interest on, the debt evidenced by the Note and any 
prepayment charges and late charges due under the Note. Borrower shall also pay funds for Escrow Items 
pursuant to Section 3. Payments due u.~der the Note and this Security Instrument shall be made in U.S. 
Q·6(!D) tooo,1 
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currency. However, if any check or ofuer instrument received by Lender as payment under the Note or this 
Security Instrument is remrned to Lender unpaid, Lender may require that any or all subsequent payments 
due under the Note- and this Security Instrument be made in one or more of the following fom1s, as 
selected by Lender: (a) cash; (b} money order; (c) certified check, bank check, treasurer's check or 
cashier's check, provided any such check is drawn upon an institution whose deposits are insured by a 
federal agency, instrumentality, or eTitity; or (d) Electronic Funds Transfer. 
Payments are deemed received by Lender when received at the location designated in the Note or at 
such other location as may be designated by Lender in accordance with the notice provisions in Section 15. 
Lender may return any payment or partial paymrnt if the payment or 1iartial payments are insufficient to 
bring the Loan current. Lender may accept any payment or partial payment insufficient to bring the Loan 
current, without waiver of any rights hereunder or prejudice to its rights to refuse such payment or partial 
payments in the furore, but Lender is not obligated to apply such payments at the time such payments are 
accepted. lfeach Periodic Payment is applied as of its scheduled due date, then Lender need not pay 
interest on \lll&pplied funds. Lender may bold such unapplied funds until Borrower makes payment to bring 
the Loan current If Borrower does not do so within a reasonable period of time, Lender shall either apply 
such funds or return them to Borrower. If not applied earlier, such funds will be applied to the outstanding 
principal balance under the Note irrunediately prior to foreclosure, No offset or claim which Borrower 
might have now or in the future against Lender shall relieve Borrower from makillg payments due under 
the Note and this Security Instrument or perfonning the covenants and agreements secured by this Security 
Instrument. 
2. Appllcation of Payments or Proceed 9. Except as otherwise described in this Section 2, all 
payments accepted and applied by Lender shall be applied in the following order of priority; (a) interest 
due under the Note; (b) principal due =der the Note; (c} amounts due under Section 3. Such payments 
shall be applied to each Periodic Payment in the order in which it became due. Any remaining amounts 
shall be applied first to late charges, second to any other amounts due under this Security ln.strument, md 
then to reduce the priTicipal balance of the Note. 
If Lender receives a payment from Borrower for a delinquent Periodic Payment which includes a 
sufficient amount to pay any late charge due, the payment may be applied to the delinquent payment and 
the tate cbarge. If more than one Periodic Payment is outstanding, Lender may apply any payment received 
from Borrower to the repayment of the Periodic Payments if, and to the extent that, each payment can be 
paid in full. To the extent that any excess exists after the payment is applied to the full payment of orie or 
more Periodic Payments, such excess may be applied lo any late charges due. Voluntary prepayments sball 
be applied first to any prepayment charges and !hen aa described in the Note. 
Ar,y application of payments, insurance proceeds, or Miscellaneous Proceeds to principal due under 
the Note sbBlJ not extend or postpone the due date, or change the amoun~ oftbe Periodic Payments. 
3. Funds for Escrow Items. Borrower shall pay to Lender oo the day Periodic Payments are due 
under the Nore, until the Note is paid in full, a sum (the "Funds") to provide for payment of,amoun!s clue 
for. (a) taxes and assessments and other items which can attain priority over this Security Instrument as a 
lien or encumbrance on the Property; (b) leasehold payments or ground rents on the Property, if any; (c) 
premiums for any and all insurance required by Lender under Section 5; a.nd (d) Mortgage Insurance 
premiums, if any, or any sums payable by Borrower to Lender in lieu of the payment of Mortgage 
fosurance premiums in accordance with the provisions of Section lO. These items are called "Escrow 
Jtems." At origination or at any time during the term of the Loan, Lender may require tbat Co=unity 
Association Dues, Fees, and Assessments, if any, be escrowed by Borrower, and such dues, fees and 
assessments shall be an Escrow Item. Borrower shall promptly funrish to Lender all notices of amounts to 
be paid under this Section. Borrower sball pay Lender the Fonds for Escrow lte!Ils unless Lender waives 
Borrower's obligation to pay the Funds for any or all Escrow Items. Lender may waive Borrower's 
obligation to pay to Lender Funds for any or all Escrow Items at any time; Any 8UCh waiver may only be 
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in writing. ln lbe event of such waiver, Borrower shall pay directly, when Md where payable, the amounts due for any Escrow Items for which payment of Funds has been waived by Lender and, if Lender requires, shall furnish to Lender receipts evidencing such payment witliin such time period as Lender may require. Borrower's obligation to make such payment& and to provide receipts shall for all purposes be deemed lo be a covenant and agreement contained in this Security I ns1!Ument, as the phrase "covenant and agreement'' is used in Secticm 9. lfBorrower is obligated to pay Escrow Items directly, pursuant to a waiver, and Borrower fails to pay the amount due for an Escrow Item, Lender may exercise its rights under Section 9 and pay such amount and Borrower shall then be obligated under Section 9 to repay to Lender any such amount. Lender may revoke the waiver as to any or ·an Escrow Hems at any time by a notice given in accordance with Section l 5 and, upon such revocation, Borrower shall pay to Lender all Funds, !llld in such amounts, that are then reqwred under this Section 3. 
Lender may, at any time, collect and hold Funds in an amount (a) sufficient to permit Lender to apply the Funds at the time specified under RESP A, and (b) not to exceed the maximum amount a lender can require under RESP A. Lender shall estimate the amount of Funds due on the basis of current data and reasonable estimates of expenditures of future Escrow Items or otherwise in accordance with Applicable Law. 
· The Funds shall be held in an institution whose deposits are insured by a federal agency, instrumentality, or entity (including Lender, if Lender ls an institution whose deposits are sc insured) or in any Federal Home Loan Bank. Lender shall npply the Funds to pay the Escrow Items no later than the time spedfied under RESP A. Lender shall not charge Borrower for holding and applying the Funds, annually analyzing the escrow account, or verifying the Escrow Items, llnless Lender pays Borrower interest on the Funds and Applicable Law permits Lender to make such a charge. Unless an agreement is made in wciting or Applicable Law requires interest to be paid on the Funds, Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on the Funds. Borrower and under can agree in writing, however, that interest shall be paid on the Funds. Lender shall give to Borrower, without charge, an annual accounting of the Funds as required by RESP A. 
If there is a surplus of Funds held in escrow, as defined under R.ESPA, Lender shall accoun1 to Borrower for the excess funds in accordance with RESP A. If there is a shortage of Funds held in escrow, as defined under RESP A, Lender shall notify Borrower as required by RESP A, and Borrower shall pay to Lender the amount ne=sary to make up the shortage in accordance with RESPA, but in no more than 12 monthly payments. lfthere is a deficiency ofF1mds held in escrow, as defined under RESPA, Lender shall notify Borrower as required by RESPA, and Borrower shall pay to Lender the amount necessary to make up the deficiency in accordance with RESP A, but in no more than 12 monthly payments. Upon payment in full of all sums secured by this Security lnstrument, Lender shall promptly refund to Borrower any Funds held by Lender. 
4. Charges; Liens. Borrower shall pay all t;ixes, assessments, charges, fines, and impositions attributable to the Property which can attain priority over this Security Instrument, leasehold payments or ground rents on the Property, if any, and Community Association Dues, Fees, and Assessments, if any. To the e){!ent that these items are Escrow Items, Borrower shall pay them in the manner provided in Section 3. Borrower shall promptly discharge any lien which has priority over this Security lnstrument unless Borrower: (a) agrees in writing to the payment of the obligation secured by the lien in a manner acceptable to Lender, but only so long as Borrower is perfonning such agreement; (b) contests the lien in good faith by, or defends against enforcement of the lien in, legal proceedings which in Lender's opinion operate to prevent the enforcement oftbe lien while those proceedings are pending, but only until such proceedings are concluded; or (c) secures from the holder of the lien an agreement satisfactory to Lender subordinating the lien to this Security Instrument. If Lender determines that any part of the Property is subject to a lien which can attain priority over this Security Jnstrumen~ Lender may give Borrower a notice identifying the 
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lien. Within JO days oftbe date on which that notice is given, Borrower shall satisfy the lien or take one or more of the actions set forth above in this Section 4, 
Lender may require Borrower to pay a one-time charge for a real estate tax verification and/or reporting service used by Lender in connection with this Loan. 
5. Property Insurance, Borrower shall keep the improvements now existing or hereafter erected on the Property insured against loss by fire, hazards included within the term "ex.tended coverage.'' and any other hazards including, but not limited to, earthquakes and floods, forwluch Lender requires insurance. This insurance shall be maintained in the amounts (including deductible levels) and for the.periods that Lender requires. What Lender requires pursuant to the preceding sentences can change during the term of the Loan. The insurance carrier providing the insurarice shall be chosen by Borrower subject to Lender's right to disapprove Borrowers choice, which right shall not be exercised unreasonably. Lender may require Borrower to pay, in connection with this Loan, either: (a) a one-time charge for flood zone determination, certification and tracking services; or (b) a one-time charge for flood zone determination and certification services and subsequent charge• each time remappings or similar changes occur which reasonably might affect such determination or certification. Borrower shall also be responsible for the payment of any fees imposed by the Federal Emergency Management Agency in connection with the review of any flood zone detenniru,tion resulting from an objection by Borrower. 
If Borrower fails· to maintain any of the coverages described above, Lender may obtain insurance coverage, at Lender's option and Borrower's expense, Lender is under no obligation to purchase any particular type or amount of coverage. Therefore, such coverage shall cover Lender, but might or might not protect Borrower, Borrower's equity in the Property, or (he contents of the Property, agoi"nst any risk, bazard or liability and might provide greater or lesser coverage than was previously in effect. Borrower acknowledges that the cost of lhe insurance coverage so obtained might significantly exceed the cost of in.sllfance that Borrower could have obtained. Any arnounts disbursed by Lender uodcr this Section 5 shall become additional debt of Borrower secured by this Security Instrument These amounts sflall bear interest at the Note rate from the date of disbursement and shall be payable, with such interes~ upon notice from Lender to Borrower requesting payment 
AH insurance policies required by Lender and renewals of such policies sha[] be subject to Lender's right to disapprove such policies, shall include a standard mortgage clause, and shall name Lender as mortgagee and/or as an additional loss payee. Lender shall have the right to bold the policies and renewal certificates. lfLenderrequires, Borrower shall promptly give to Lender all receipts of paid premiums and renewal notices. If Borrower obtains any form of insurance coverage, not otherwise required by Lender, for damage to, or destruction of, the Property, such policy shall include a standard mortgage clause and shall name Lender as mortgagee and/or as an additional loss payee, 
In the event of loss, Borrower shall give prompt notice to the insurance carrier and Lender. Lender may make proof of loss if not made promptly by Borrower. Unless Lender and Borrower otherwise agree in writing, any insurance proceeds, whether or not the underlying insurance was required by Lender, sball be applied to restoration or repair of the Property, if the restoration or repair is economically feasible and Lender's security is not lessened. During such repair and restoration period, Lender shall have the right to hold such insurance proceeds until Lender has had an opportunity to inspect such Property to ensure the work bas been completed to Lender's satisfaction, provided that such inspection sball be undertaken promptly. Lender may disburse proceeds for the repairs and restoration in a single payment or jn a series ofprngress payments as the work is completed. Unless an agreement is made in writing or Applicable Law requires interest lo be paid on such insurance proceeds, Lender shall not be requ.ired to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on such proceeds. Fees for public adjusters, or other third parties, .retained by Borrower shall not be paid out of the insurance proceeds and shall be the sole obligation of Borrower. If the restoration or repair is not economically feasible or Lender's securily would be lessened, the insurance proceeds shall be applied to the sums secured by this Security Jnstntment, whether or not then due, with 
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the e:<cess, if any, paid to Borrower. Such insurance proceeds shall be applied in the order provided for in Section 2. 
If Borrower abandons the Property, Lender may file, negotiate and settle any available insurance claim and related matters. JfBorrowe, does not respond within 30 days to a notice from Lender that the 
insurance carrier has offered to settle a claim, then Lender may negotiate and settle the claim. The 30-day 
period will begin when the notice is given, In either event, or if Lender acquires the Property under Section 22 or otherwise, Borrower hereby assigns to Lender (a} Borrower's rights to any insurance 
proceeds in an amoilllt not to exceed the amounts unpaid under the Note or this Security Instrument, and 
(b) any other of Borrower's rights (other than the right to any refund of unearned premiums paid by Borrower) under all insurance policies covering the Property, insofar as such rights nre applicable to the 
coverage of the Property. Lender may use the insllill:llce proceeds either to repair or restore the Property or 
to pay amowits unpaid under the Note or this Security Instrumen~ whether or not then due: 
6. Occupancy. Borrower shall occupy, establish, and use the Property as Borrower's principal 
residence within 60 days after the execution of this Security Instrument and shall continue to occupy the 
Property as Borrower's principal residence for at least one year after the date of occupancy, unless Lender otherwise agrees in writing, which consent sball not be unreasonably withheld, or unless extenuating 
circum.stances exist which are beyond Borrower's control. 
7, Preservation, Maintenance and Protection of the Property; b,spections. Borrower shall not destroy, damage or impair the Property, allow the Property to deteriorate or commit waste on the Propeny. "Whether or not Borrower is residing in the Property, Borrower shall maintain the Property in 
order to prevent the Property from deteriorating or decreasing in value due to its condition. Unless it is determined pursoant to Section 5 that repair or restoration is not economically feasible, Borrower shall promptly repair the Property if damaged to avoid further deterioration or damage. lf insurance or 
condemnation proceeds arc paid in connection with damage to, or the ta.king of, the Property, Borrower 
shall be responsible for repairing or restoring the Property only if Lender ha~ released proceeds for such purposes. Lender may disburse prnceeds for the repairs and restoration in a single payment or in a series of 
progress payments as the work is completed. If the insurance or condelUJl.lltion proceeds arc not sufficient to repair or restore the Property, Borrower is not relieved ofBorrower's obligation for the completion of 
such repair or restoration. 
Lender or ils agent may make reasonable entries upon and inspections of the Property. If it has reasonable cause, Lender may inspect the interior of the improvements cm the Property. Lender shall give 
Borrower n ocice at the time of or prior to such an interior inspection specifying such reasonable cause. 
8. Borrower's Loan Application. Borrower shall be in default if, during the Loan application process, Borrower or any persons or entities acting at the direction of Borrower or with Borrower's !mow ledge or consent gave materially false, misleading, or inaccurate information or statements to Lender 
( or failed to provide Lender with material information) in connection with the Loan, Material representations include, but are not limited lo, representations concerning Borrower's occupancy of the 
Property as Borrowe~s principal residence. 
9, Protection of Lender's Interest in the Property and Rights Under this Security Instrument, If (a) Borrower fails to perform the covenants and agreements contained io d1is Sccunty lnstrumen~ (b) there is a legal proceeding that might significantly affect Lender's interest in the Property and/or rights under 
this Security Instrument (such as a proceeding in bankruptcy, probate, for condemnation or forfeiture, fur enforcement of a lien which may attain priority over this Security Instrument or to enforce laws or regulations), or (c) Borrower has abandoned the Property, then Lender may do and pay for whatever is 
reasonable or appropriate to protect Lender's interest in tbe Property and rights under this Security Instrument, including protecting and/or assessing the value of the Property, and securing and/or repairing the Property. Lenders actions can include, but are not limited to: (a} paying any sums secured by a lien 
which has priority over this Security Instrument; (b) appearing in court; and (c) paying reasonable 
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attorneys' fees to protect its interest in the Property and/or rights under this Security Instrument, including 
its secured position in • bankruptcy proceeding. Securing the Property includes, but is not limited to, 
entering the Property to make repairs, change locks, replace or board up doors and windows, drain water 
from pipes, eliminate building or other code violations or dangerous conditions, and have utilities tumcd 
on or off.Although Lender may take action undertbls Section 9, Lender does not have to do so and is not 
under any duty or obligation to do so, It is agreed that Lender incurs no liability for not taking any or all 
actions authorized under this Section 9. 
Any amounts disbursed by Lender under this Section 9 shall become additional debt of Borrower 
secured hy this Security Instrument. These amounts shall bear interest at the Note rate from the date of 
disbursement and shall be payable, with such interest, upon notice from Lender to Borrower requesting 
payment. 
lfthis Security Instrument is on a leasehold, Borrower shall comply with all the provisions of the 
lease. If Borrower acquires fee title lo the Property, the leasehold and the fee title shall not merge unless 
Lender agrees to the merger in writing. 
10. Mortgage Insurance. If Lender required Mortgage Insurance as a condition of making the Loan, 
Borrower shall pay the premiums required to maintain the Mortgage Insurance in effect. lf, for any reason, 
the Mortgage Insurance coverage required by Lender ceases to be available from the mortgage insurer that 
previously provided such insurance and Borrower was required to make separately designated payments 
toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance, Borrower shall pay the premiums required to obtain 
coverage substantially equivalent to the Mortgage Insurance previously in effect, at a cost substantially 
equivalent to the cost to Borrower of the Mortgage Insurance previously in effect, from an alternate 
mortgage insurer selected by Lender. If substantially equivalent Mortgage Jnsuranoe coverage is not 
available, Borrower shall continue to pay to Lender the amount of the separately designated payments that 
were due when the insurance coverage ceased to be in effect. Lender will accept, use and retain these 
payments as a non-refundable loss reserve in lieu of Mortgage Insurance. Such loss reserve shall be 
non-refundable, notwithstanding the fact that the Loan is ultimately paid in full, and Lender shall not be 
required to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on such loss reserve. Lender can no longer require loss 
reserve payments if Mortgage Insurance e-0verage (in the amount and for the period that Lender requires) 
provided by an insurer selected by Lender again becomes available, is obtained, and Lender requires 
separately designated payments toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance. If Lender required Mortgage 
Insurance as a condition of making the Loan and Borrower was required to make separately designated 
payments toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance, Borrower shall pay the premiums required to 
maintain Mortgage fojurance in effect, or to provide a non-refundable loss reserve, until Lender's 
requin.-ment for Mortgage Insurance ends in accordance wilh any written ngreement between Borrower and 
Lender providing for such termination or until termination is required by Applicable Law. Nothing in this 
Section l O affects Borrower's obligation to pay interest at the rate provided in the Note. 
Mortgage Insurance reimburses Lender (or any entity that purchases tbe Note) for certain losses it 
may incur if Borrower does not repay the Loan as agreed. Borrower is not a party to the Mortgage 
Insurance. 
Mortgage insurers evaluate their total risk on all such insurance in force from time to time, and may 
enter into agreemenrs with other parties that sharo or modify their risk, or reduce losses. These agreements 
are on terms and conditions that arc satisfactory to tho mortgage insurer and the other party (or parties) to 
these agreements. These agreements may require the mortgage insurer to make payments using any source 
of funds that the mortgage insurer may have available (which may include funds obtained from Mortgage 
Insurance premiums). 
As a result of these agreements, Lender, any purchaser of tbe Nole, another insurer, any reinsurer, 
any other entity, or any affiliate of any of the foregoing, may receive (directly or indirectly) amollllts that 
derive froni (or might be characterized as) a portion of Borrower's payrtlents for Mortgage Insurance, in 
exchange for sharing or modifying the mortgage insurer's risk, or reducing losses. If such agreement 
provides that an affiliate of Lender takes a sbare of the insurer's risk in exchange for a share of the 
premiums paid to the insurer, the arrangement is often termed ,,captive reinsurance." Further: 
(a) Any s11ch agreements will not affect the amounts that Borrower bu agreed to pay for 
Mortgage Insur.1Dce, or any other tenns oftbe Loan. Such agreements will not Increase the amount 
Borrow<r wlll owe ror Mortgage Insurance, and they wm not entitle Borrower to any refund, 
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(b) Any such agreement, will not affect the right• Borrowei:- has· if any· wlth respect to the 
Mortgage Insurance 11nder the Homeowners Protection Act of l99S or any other lllw. These rights 
may Include the right to receive certain disclosures, to reque,t end obtain cancellation of the 
Mortgage Insurance, to have the Mortgage Insurance terminated automattcally, ancl/or to receive a 
refund of any Mortgage Insurance premiums that iv.:re unearned at the time ofsuch cancellation or 
termination. 
11. Assignment of Miscellaneous Proceeds; Forfeiture. All Miscellaneous Proceeds are hereby 
assigned to and shall be paid to Lender. 
If the Property is damaged, such Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be applied to restoration or repair of 
the Property, if tl1e restoration or repair is economically feasible and Lender's security is not lessened. 
During such repair and restoration period, Lender shall have the right to hold such Miscellaneous Proceeds 
unti! Lender has had an opportunity lo inspect such Property to ensure the work has been completed to 
Lender's satisfaction, provided that such inspection shall be undertaken promptly. Lender may pay for the 
repairs and restoration in a single disbursement or in a series of progress payments as the work is 
completed. Unless an agreement is made in writing or Applicable Law requires interest to be paid on such 
Miscellaneous Proceeds, Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on sucb 
Miscellaneous Proceeds.lftlie restoration or repair is not economically feasible or Lender's security would 
be lessened, the Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be applied to the sums secured by this Security Ins1rument, 
whether or not then due, with the excess, if any, paid to Borrower. Such Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be 
applied in the order provided for in Section 2. 
In the event of a total taking, destruction, or loss in value of the Property, the Miscellaneous 
Proceeds shall be applied to the sums secured by this Security Instrument, whether or not then due, with 
the excess, if any, paid to Borrower. . 
In the event ofa partial taking, destruction, or loss in value of the Property in which the. fair market 
value of the Property immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or loss in value is equal to or 
greater than the amount of the sums secured by this Security Instrument immediately before the partial 
taking, destruction, or loss in value, unless Borrower and Lender ottlerwise agree in writing, the sums 
secured by this Security Instrument shall be reduced bf the amount of the Miscellaneous Proceeds 
multiplied by the following fraction: (a) the total amount of the sums secured immediately before the 
partial taking, destruction, or Joss in value divided by (b) the fair market value of the Property 
immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or loss in value. Any balance shall be paid to Borrower. 
In the even! of a partial taking, destruction, or loss in value of the Property in which the fair market 
value of the Property immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or loss in value is less than the 
amount of the sums secured immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or Joss in value, unless 
Borrower and Lender otherwise agree in writing, the Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be applied to the sums 
secured by tliis Security Instrument whether or not tho S\lll1S are then due. 
If the Property is abandoned by Borrower, or if, after notice by Lender to Borrower that the 
Opposing Party (as defined in the next sentence) offers to make an award to settle a claim :for damages, 
Borrower foils to respond to Lender within 30 days after the date the notice is given, Lender is authorized 
to collect and apply the Miscellaneous Proceeds either to restoration or repair of the Property or to the 
sums secured by this Security Instrument, whether or not then due. "Opposing Party" means tl1e third party 
that owes Borrower Miscellaneous Proceed.s or tbe party against whom Borrower ha• a right of action in 
regard to Miscellaneous Proceeds. 
Borrower shall be in default if any action or proceeding, whether civil or criminal, is begun that, iu 
Lender's judgment, could result in forfeiture of the Property or other material impairment of Lender's 
interest ln the Property or rights under this Security Instrument. Bormwer can cure such a default and, if 
acceleration has occurred, reins1ate as provided in Section 19, by causing the action or procc<:ding to be 
disrrtlssed with a ruling that, in Lender's judgment, precludes forfeiture of the Property or other material 
impairment of Lender's interest in tbe Property or rights under this Security Instrument. The proceeds of 
any award or claim for damages that are attributable to the impairment of Lender's interest in the Property 
are hereby assigned and shall be paid to Lender, 
All Miscellaneous Proceeds that are not applied to restoration or repafr of the Proporty shall be 
applied in the order provided for in Section 2. 
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12. Borrower Not Released; Forbearance By Lender Not a Waher, Extension of the time for 
payment or modification of amortization of tbe sums secured by this Security Instrument granted by Lender 
to Borrower or any Successor in Interest of Borrower shall not operate to release the liability of Borrower 
or any Successors in Interest of Borrower. Lender shall not be required to coOUTience proceedings against 
any Successor in Interest of Borrower or to refuse to extend time for payment or otheiwise modify 
amortization of the sums secured by this Security Instrument by reason of any demand made by the original 
Borrower or any Successors in Interest ofBorrnwer. Any forbearance by Lender in exercising any right or 
remedy including, without limitation, Lender's acceptance of payments from third persons, entities or 
Successors in Interest of Borrower or in amounts less than the amount then due, shall not be a waiver of or 
preclude the exercise of any right or remedy. 
13. Joint and Several Liability; Co-signers; Successors and Assigns Bound. Borrower covenants 
and agrees that Borrower's obligations and liability shall be joint and se,ientl. However, any Borrower who 
co-si&ns this Security Instrument but does not execute the Note (a "co-signer"): (a) is co-signing this 
Secunty Instrument only to mortgage, grnnt and convey the co•signer's interest in the Property under the 
terms of this Security Instrument; (b) is not personally obligated to pay the sums secured by this Security 
Instrument; and (c) agrees that Lender and any other Borrower can agree to extend, moclify, forbear or 
make any accommodations with regard to the terms of this Security Instrument or the Note without U,e 
co-signer's consent. 
Subject to the provisions of Section 18, any Successor in Interest of Borrower who assumes 
Borrower's obligations under this Security Instrument in writing, and is approved by Lender, shall obtain 
all of Borrower's rights and benefits under this Security lnstrument. Borrower shaU not be released from 
Borrower's obligations and liability under this Security Instrument unless Lender agrees to such release in 
wri1ing. The covenants and agreements of this Security rnstrumenl shall bind (except as provided in 
Section 20) and benefit the successors and assigns of Lender. 
14. Loan Charges. Lender may charge Borrower fees for services performed in connection with 
Borrower's default, for the purpose of protecting Lender's interest in the Property and rights under this 
Security Instrument, including, but not limited to, attorneys' fees, property inspection and valuation fees. 
In regard to any other fees, the absence of express authority in this Security Jnstrument to charge a specific 
fee to Borrower shall not be construed as a prohibition on the charging of such fee. Lender may not charge 
fees that are expressly prohibited by this Security Instrument or by Applicable Law. 
If !he Loan is subject to a law which sets maximum loan charges, and that law is finally interpreted so 
that the interest or other loan charges collected or to be collected in connection with the Loan cxeeed the 
pennitted limiis, then: (a) any such Joan charge shall be reduced by the amount necessary to .reduce the 
charge to the permitted limit; and (b) any sums already collected from Borrower which exceeded permitted 
limits will be refunded to BDrrower. Lender may choose to make this refund by reduciug the principal 
owed under the Note or by making a direct payment to Borrower. If a refund reduces principal, the 
reduction will be treated as a partial prepayment without any prepayment charge (whether or not a 
prepayment charge is provided for under the Note). Borrower's acceptance of any such refund made by 
direct payment to Borrower will constitute a waiver of any rig.ht of action Borrower might have arising out 
of such overcharge. 
IS. Notices. All notices given by Borrower or Lender in connection with this Security Instrument 
mu.st be in writing. Ar.y notice to Borrower in connection with this Security fnstrurnem shall be deemed to 
have been given to Borrower when mailed by first class mail or when actually delivered to Borrower's 
notice address if sent by other means. Notice to any one Borrower shall constitute notice to all Borrowers 
unless Applicable L,iw expressly requin;s otherwise, The notice address shall be the Property Address 
unless Borrower has designated a substitute notice address by notice to Lender. Borrower shall promptly 
notify Lender of Borrower's change of address. If Lender specifies a procedure for reporting Borrower's 
change of address, then Borrower shall only report a change of address throug!i that specified procedure. 
There may be only one designated notice address under this Security Instrument at any one time. Any 
·notice lo Lender shall be given by delivering it or by mailing it by first class mail to Lender's address 
stated herein unless Lender has designated another address by notice to Borrower. Any notice in 
connection with this Security fostrument shall not be deemed to have been given to Lender until actually 
received by Lender. Jf any notice required by this Security Instrument is also required under A(>plicabk 
Law, the Applicable Law requirement will satisfy the correspDnding requirement under this Security 
Instrument. 
~"''" --tf/0 w . 
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16. Governing Law; Severabllity; Rules of Constr1u:tio11. This Security Instrument shall be 
governed by federal law and the law of the jurisdiction in which the Property is located. All rights and 
obligations contained in this Security Instrument are subject to any requirements and !imitations of 
Applicable Law. Applicable Law might explicitly or implicitly allow the parties to agree by contract or it 
might be silent, but such silence shall not be construed as a prohibition against agreement bY. contract. In 
the event that any provision or clause of this Security Instrument or the Note conflicts with Applicable 
Law, such conflict shall not affect other provisions of this Security Instrument or the Note which can be 
given effect without the conflicting provision. 
As used in this Security Instrument: (a) words of the masculine gender shall mean and include 
corresponding neuter words or wo,ds of the feminine gender; (b) words in the singular shall mean and 
include the plural and vice versa; and ( c) the word "may" gives sole discretion without any obligation to 
take any action. · 
l 7. Borrower's Copy. Borrower shall be given one copy of the Note and of this Security Instrument. 
lll. Transfer of the Property or a Bcnefichll Intere,t in Borrower. As used iD this Section 18, 
"Interest in the Property• means any legal or beneficial interest in the Property, including, but not limited 
to, those ben.eficia] interests transferred in a bond for deed, contract for deed, instalbnent sales contract or 
escrow agreement, the intent of which is the transfer of title by Borrower at a future date to a purchaser. 
If all or any part of the Property or any Interest in the Property is sold or transferred (or if Borrower 
is not a natural person aod a beneficial interest in Borrower is sold or transferred) without Lender's prior 
written consent, Lender may require immediate payment in full of all sums secured by this Security 
Instrument. However, this option shall not be exercised by Lender if such exercise is prohibited by 
Applicable Law. 
If Lender exercises this option, Lender shall give Borrower notice of acceleration. The notice sl1all 
provide a period of not less than 30 days from the date the notice is given in accordance with Section JS 
within which Borrower must pay all sums secured by this Security lnstroment. lfBorrower fails to pay 
these sums prior to the expiration of this period, Lender may invoke any remedies permitted by this 
Security Instrument without further notice or demand an Borrower. 
19. Borrower's Right to Reinstate After Aece!erntion. If Borrower meets certain conditions, 
Borrower shall have the right to have enforcement of this Security Instrument discontinued at any time 
prior to the earliest of: (a) five days before sak of the Property pursuant to any power of sale contained in 
this Securitylnslrument; (b) s_uch olherperiod as Applicable Law might specify for the termination of 
Borrower's right to reinstate; or (c) entry of a judgment enforcing this Security Instrument. Those 
conditions are that Borrower: (a) pays Lender all sums which then would be due under this Security 
Instmment and the Note ns if no acceleration had occurred; (b) cures any default of any other covenants or 
agreements; (c) pays all expenses incurred in enforcing this Security Instrument, including, but not limited 
to, reasonable attorneys' fees, property inspection and valuation fees, and other fees incurred for the 
purpose of protecting Lender's interest in the Property and rights under this Security Instrument; and (d) 
takes sucb. acrion as Lender may reasonably require to assure that Lender's interest in the Property and 
rights under this Security Instrument, .md Borrower's obligalion to pay the sums secured by this Security 
Instrument, shall continue unchanged. Lender may require that Borrower pay such reinstatement sums and 
expenses in one or more of the fo!lowing forms, as selected by Lender: (a) casb; (b) money order; (c) 
certified check, bank check, treasurer's check or cashier's check, provided any such check is drawn upon 
an institution whose deposits are insured by a federal agency, instrumentality or entity; or ( d) Electronic 
Fuods Transfer. Upon reinstatement by Borrower, this Security Instrument and obligations secured hereby 
shall remain fully effective as ifno acceleration bad occurred. However, th.is right to reinstate shall not 
apply in the case of acceleration under Section 18. 
20. Sale of Note; Change of Loan Servicer; Notice of Grievance. Tne Note or a partial interest in 
the Note (together with this Security Instrument) can be sold one or rnore times without prior notice to 
Borrower. A sale might result in a change in the entity (known as the "Loall Servicer") <bat collects 
Periodic Payments due under the N otc and this Security Instrument and performs other mortgage loan 
servicing obligations under tbe Note, this Security Instrument, and Applicable Law. There also might be 
one or more changes of the Loan Servicer unrelated to a sale of the Note. Iftbere is a change of the Loan 
Servicer, Borrower will be given written notice of the change which will state the name and address of the 
new Loan Servicer, the address to which payments should be made and any other information RESPA 
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requires in connection with a notice of transfer of seIYicing_ If the Note is sold and thereafter the Loan is 
serviced by a Loan Servicer other than the purchaser of the Nate, the mortgage lonn servicing obligations 
to Borrower will remain with the Loan Servicer or be transferred to a successor Loan Servicer and are not 
nssumed by the Nate purchaser unless otherwise provided by the Note purchaser. 
Neither Borrower nor Lender may commence, join, or be joined to any judicial action (as either an 
individual litigant or the member of a class) that arises from the other party's actions pursuant to this 
Security Instrument or that alleges that the other party has breached any provision of, or ariy duty owed by 
reason of, this Security Instrument, until such Borrower or Lender has notified the other party (with such 
notice given in compliance with the requin:mcnts of Section 15) of such alleged breach and atTorded the 
other party hereto a rea.'lonable period after the giving of such notice 10 take corrective action. If 
Applicable Law provides a time period which must elapse before certain action can be taken, that time 
period will be deemed to be reasonable for purposes of this paragraph. The notice of acceleration and 
opportunity to cure given to Borrower pursuant to Section 22 and the notice of acceleration given to 
Borrower pursuant to Section 18 shall be deemed to satisfy the notice and opportunity to take corrective 
action provisions of this Section 20. 
21. Hazardous Substances. As used in th.is Section 21: (a) "Hazardous Substances" are those 
substances defined as toxic or ha,ardous substances, pollutants, or wastes by Environmental Law and the 
following substances: gasoline, kerosene, other flammable or toxic petroleum products, toxic pesticides 
and herbicides, volatile solvents, materials containing asbestos or formaldehyde, and radioactive materials; 
(b) "Environmental Law" means federal laws nnd laws ofU1e jurisdiction where the Property is located that 
rd ate to he~lth, safety or environmental protection; (<>) ''Environmental C!ell.Ilup" includes any ,esponse 
action, .ememal action, or removal action, as defined io Enviromneatal Law; aod (<l) an "Environmental 
Condition" means a condition tbat can ca.use, contribute to, or otherwise trigger a11 Environmental 
Cleanup. 
Borrower shall not cause or permit the presence, use, disposal, storage, or release of any Hazardous 
Substances, or threaten to release any Hazardous Substances, on or in the Property. Borrower shall not do, 
nor allow anyone else to do, anything affecting the Property (a) !bat is in violation of any Environmental 
Law, (b) which creates an Environmental Condition, or (c) which, due to the presence, use, or release ofa 
Hazardous Substance, creates n condition that adversely affects the value of the Property. The preceding 
two sentences shall not apply to the presence, use, or storage on the Property of small quantities of 
Hazardous Substances that are generally recognized to be appropriate to normal residential nses and to 
maiatenance of the Property (including, but not limited to, hazardous substances in consumer products). 
Borrower shall promptly give Lender written notice of (a) any investigation, claim, demand, lawsuit 
or other action by any ·governmental or regulatory agency or private party involving the Property and any 
Hazardous Substance or Environmental Law of which Borrower has actual knowledge, (b) any 
Environmental Condition, including but not limited to, any spilling, Jeakiog, discharge, release or threat of 
release of any Hazardous Substance, and (c) any condition caused by the presence, use or release of a 
Hazardous Substance which adversely affects the value of the Property. If Borrower learns, or is notified 
by any governmental or regulatory authority, or any private party, that any removal or other remediation 
of any Hazardous Substance affecting the Property is necessary, Borrower shall promptly take all necessary 
remedial actions in accordance with Environmenlal Law. Nothing herein shall create any obligation on 
Lender for an Environmental Cleanup. 
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NON-UNIFORM COVENANTS. Borrower and Lender further covenant and agree as follows: 
22. Acceleration; Remedies. Lender shall give notice to Borrower prior to acceleration following 
Borrower's breach of any covenant or agreement in this Security Instrument (but not prior to 
acceleration under Section 18 unless Applicable Law provides otherwise). The notice shall •pccify: (a) 
the default; {b) the action required to cure the def~ult; (e) a date, not less than 30 days fr.om the date 
the notice is given to Borrower, by which the default must be cured; and (d) that failure to cure the 
default on or before the date specified in the notice may result ln ncceleration of the sums secured by 
this Security Instrument and sale of the Property. The notice shall further foform Borrower of the 
right to reinstitte after acceleration and the right to bring a court action to assert tb.e non-eristence of 
a default or any other defense ofBorrnwer to acceleration and sale. If the default is not cured on or 
before the date spei:lfted ln the notice, Lender at It& option may require immediate payment in foll of 
all sums secured by this Security Instrument Without further demand and may invoke the power of 
sale and any other remedies permitted by Applicable Law. Lender shall be entitled to collect all 
expenses Incurred in pursuing the remedies provided in this Section 22, Jncludlng, but not limited to, 
reasonable attorneys' fees and costs of title evidence. 
If Lender invokes the power of iale, Lender shall execute or canse Trustee t-0 execute written 
notice of the occurrence of an event of default and of Lender's election to cnuse the Property to be 
sold, and shall cause such notice to be recorded In each county in whtch any part of the Property ls 
located. Lender or Trustee shall mail copies of the notice as prescribed by Applicable Law to 
Borrower and to other persons prescribed by Applicable Law. Trustee shall gi11e pnblic notice of sale 
to the persons and In the manner prescribed by Applicable Lnw. After the time required by 
Applicable Law, Trnstce, without demand on Borrower, shall sell the Property at public auction to 
the highest bidder at the time and place nod uuderthe terms designatedlll the notice ofsalc in one or 
more parcels and In any order Trustee determines. Trustee may postpone sale of all or any parcel of 
the Property by public announcement at the time and place of any preYiously scheduled sale. Lender 
or its dcslgnee may purchase the Property at any sale. 
Trustee shall deliver to the purchaser Trustee's deed conveying the Property without any 
covenant or mrraoty, expressed or Implied. The recrtals in the Trustee's deed iball be prima facie 
evidence of the truth of the statements made therein. Trustee shall apply (he proceeds of the ,sle in 
the following order: (•) to all expenses of the ••le, inc!udlug, but not limited to, reasonable Trustee's 
and uttorneys' fees; (b) to all sums secured by this Security Instrument; ond (c) any excess to the 
person or persons legally entitled to it. 
23. Reconveyance. Upon payment of all sums secured by this Security Instrument, Lender shall 
request Trustee to reconvey the Property ond shall surrender this Secwity Instrument and all notes 
evidencing debt secured by this Security Instrument to Trustee. Trustee shall reconvey the Property 
without warranty to ihe person or persons legally entitled to it. Such person or persons shall pay any 
recordation coscg_ Lender may charge such person or persons a fee for reconveying the Property, but only 
if the fee is paid to a third party (sucb as the Trustee) for services rendered and the charging of the foe is 
pennitted under Applicable Law. 
24. Substitute Tt11sfee. Lender may, for any reason or cause, from time to time removl' Trustee and 
appoint a successor trustee to any Trustee appointed hereunder, Without conveyance of the Property, the 
successor trustee shall succeed to all the title, power and duties conferred upon Trustee herein and by 
Applicable Law. 
25. Area and Location oF Property. Either the Property is not more than 40 acres in area or the 
Property is located within an incorporated city or village. 
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BY SIGNING BELOW, Borrower accepts and agrees to the terms and covenants contained in this 
Security Instrument and in any Rider executed by Borrower and recorded with it 
Witnesses: 
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STATE OF IDAHO, CL&ARWATER County ss: 
On this 04th dayof October, 2002 , before me, 
a Notary Public in and for said county and sta1e, personally appeared , Donna N:tck<0rson, 
Charles R Nickerson 
known or proved to me to be the person(s) who executed the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged to 
me that he/she/they executed the same. 
In witness whereof! have hereunto set my hand a 
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Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 








December 14, 2011 
DONNA NICKERSON 
139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: ,4567 











Code Due Date Assessed 
142 0.00 
143 0.00 
170 12/1/2002 0.00 
171 12/1/2002 0.00 
310 0.00 
312 0.00 
171 1/1/2003 0.00 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2002 - 12/31/2002 
Fees Suspense Prl.nclpal Interest Escrow 
Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount 
0.00 0.00 ####i##/## 0.00 0.00 
0.00 0.00 0.00 1,373.12 0.00 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0.00 0.00 268.86 1.491.50 303.07 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -14.70 
0.00 0.00 270.27 1,490.09 303.07 
Advance Total Principal 
Amount Amount Balance 
0.00 
0.00 /;//,',',,/',l,,W.'t 285,000.00 
0.00 0.00 285,000.00 
0.00 0.00 285,000.00 
0.00 2,063.43 284,731.14 
0.00 0.00 284,731.14 
0.00 0.00 284.731.14 
0.00 2,063.43 284,460.87 
284,460.87 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
Escrow Advance Suspense 
Balance Balance Balance 
0.00 0.00 0.00 
0.00 0.00 0.00 
0.00 0 00 0.00 
0.00 0.00 0.00 
303.07 o.oo 0.00 
115.44 0 00 0.00 
100.74 0.00 a.or 
403.81 0.00 o.c 
403.81 0.00 0.00 




DATE December 14, 2011 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 4567 
t,CTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2003 - 12/31/20Q3 
***'i,-********k*:tll-iilr*>l*>lr~*il:*fr***"'ll;*olt1'r**"'• .. *•***k****•*****"'"<***ili#:*•fr****"******"*•lt-l!,1-***********•*'**""'***·*** .. *******•*******"'-li***••••••*'*"*****olt*"'*llr***1'*'**"'*****11r*"'"'**1<U•*******•***""'**•••••*********•*-lr****•""*~dr**"*
******'*****"****"*•illr*******"*,t,;-t,'i,-*****"'1t****~··**'l<W'< 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Prlincipal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow 
Advance Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Ari1ount Amount Amount Amount Amount 
Balance Balance Balance Balance 
4567 1/1/2003 284,460.87 
403.81 0.00 0.00 
4567 1/15/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 284,460.87 216
.18 0.00 0.00 
4567 1/28/2003 171 2/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 271.68 1,488.68 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 284,189.19 
519.25 0.00 0.00 
4567 2/12/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 284,189.19 
331.62 0,00 0.00 
4567 2/25/2003 171 3/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 273.10 1,487.26 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,916.09 634
.69 0.00 0.00 
4567 3/13/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 283,916.09 
447.06 0.00 0.00 
4567 3/24/2003 171 4/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 274.53 1,485.83 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,641.56 
750.13 0.00 0.00 
4567 4/14/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 283,641.56 
562.50 0.00 0.00 
4567 4/28/2003 171 5/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 275.97 1,484.39 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,365.59 
865.57 0.00 0.00 
4567 5/14/2003 310 4/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 283,365.59 
677.94 0.00 0.00 
4567 5/22/2003 312 6/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -391.70 0.00 0.00 283,365.59 
286.24 0.00 0.00 
,4567 5/27/2003 171 6/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 277.41 1,482.95 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,088.18 5
89.31 0.00 0.00 
i4567 6/11/2003 310 5/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0,00 0.00 283,088.18 4
01.68 0.00 0.00 
,4567 6/16/2003 312 6/1/2003 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -14.70 0.00 0.00 283,088.18 3
86.98 0.00 0.00 
i4567 6/23/2003 171 7/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 278.87 1,481.49 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 282,809.31 
690.05 0.00 0.00 
i4567 7/9/2003 310 6/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 28
2,809.31 502.42 0.00 0.00 
4567 7/28/2003 171 8/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 280.32 1,480.04 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 
282,528.99 805.49 0.00 0.00 
4567 8/19/2003 310 7/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 28
2,528.99 617.86 0.00 0.00 
4567 9/2/2003 171 9/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 281.79 1,478.57 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 282,247.20 
920.93 0.00 o.r 
4567 9/19/2003 310 8/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 28
2,247.20 733.30 0.00 0, 
4567 9/23/2003 171 10/1/2003 a.ob 0.00 0.00 283.27 1,477.09 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 281,963.93 1,036.37 0.00 
0.00 
4567 10/17/2003 310 9/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 28
1,963.93 848.74 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/22/2003 307 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -490.03 0.00 0.00 28
1,963.93 358.71 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/27/2003 171 11/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 284.75 1,475.61 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 28
1,679, 18 661.78 0.00 0.00 
4567 11/18/2003 310 10/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 28
1,679.18 474.15 0.00 0.00 
4567 11/25/2003 171 12/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 286.24 1,474.12 255.36 0.00 2,015.72 281
,392.94 729.51 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/2/2003 312 12/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,065.09 0.00 0.00 281,392.94 
-335.58 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/11/2003 312 12/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -159.19 0.00 0.00 281,392.94 -494.77 
0.00 0.00 
4567 12/18/2003 310 11/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 281,392.94 
-682.40 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/30/2003 171 1/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 287.74 1,472.62 255.36 0.00 2,015.72 281,105.20 
-427.04 0.00 0 00 
4567 12/31/2003 281,105.20 
-427.04 0.00 0.00 




DATE December 14, 2011 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 4567 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2004 -12/31/2004 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount 
4567 1/1/2004 
4567 1/20/2004 310 12/",/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 1/26/2004 171 2/1/2004 0.00 o.oo 0.00 289,24 1,471.12 255.36 
4567 2/24/2004 171 3/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 290.76 1,469.60 505.27 
4567 2/26/2004 310 1/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 3/30/2004 171 4/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 292.28 1,468.08 505.27 
4567 4/16/2004 310 2/1/2004 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 4130/2004 171 5/1/2004 0.00 o:oo 0.00 293.81 1,466.55 505.27 
4567 5/7/2004 310 3/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 5/21/2004 171 6/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 295.35 1,465.01 505,27 
4567 5/25/2004 310 4/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 -187.63 
4567 5/25/2004 312 611/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,065.09 
4567 6/7/2004 312 6/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -159.19 
4567 6/23/2004 171 7/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 296.89 1,463.47 505.27 
4567 6/24/2004 310 5/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 7/23/2004 310 6/1/2004 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 7/29/2004 171 8/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 298.44 1,461.92 505.27 
4567 8/23/2004 310 711/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 8/30/2004 171 9/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 300.01 1,460.35 505.27 
4567 9/23/2004 310 8/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
,4567 9/29/2004 171 10/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 301.58 1,458.78 505.27 
4567 10/29/2004 171 11/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 303.15 1,457.21 505.27 
;4557 11/4/2004 310 9/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
;4557 11/23/2004 171 12/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 304,74 1,455.62 505.27 
4567 11/29/2004 312 12/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,251.92 
;4557 1217/2004 310 10/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
;4557 12/9/2004 312 12/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -160.06 
;4557 12/22/2004 310 11/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
i4567 12/31/2004 
Advance Total Principal 
Amount Amount Balance 
281,105.20 
0.00 0.00 281,105.20 
0.00 2,015.72 280,815.96 
0.00 2,265.63 280,525.20 
0.00 0.00 280,525.20 
0.00 2,265.63 280,232.92 
0.00 0.00 280,232.92 
0.00 2,265.63 279,939.11 
0.00 0.00 279,939.11 
0.00 2,265.63 279,643.76 
0.00 0.00 279,643.76 
0.00 0.00 279,643.76 
0.00 0.00 279,643.76 
0.00 2,265.63 279,346.87 
0.00 0.00 279,346.87 
0.00 0.00 279,346.87 
0.00 2,265.63 279,048.43 
0.00 0.00 279,048.43 
0.00 2,265.63 278,748.42 
0.00 0.00 278,748.42 
0.00 2,265.63 278,446.84 
0.00 2,265.63 278,143.69 
0.00 0.00 278,143.69 
0.00 2,265.63 277,838.95 
0.00 0.00 277,838.95 
0.00 0.00 277,838.95 
0.00 0.00 277,838.95 
0.00 0.00 277,838.95 
277,838.95 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
Escrow Advance Suspense 
Balance Balance Balance 
-427.04 0.00 0.00 
-614.67 0.00 0.00 
-359.31 0.00 0.00 
145.96 0.00 0.00 
-41.67 0.00 0.00 
463.60 0.00 0.00 
275.97 0.00 0.00 
781.24 0.00 0.00 
593.61 0.00 0.00 
1,098.88 0.00 0.00 
911.25 0.00 0.00 
-153.84 0.00 0.00 
-313.03 0.00 0.00 
192.24 0.00 0.00 
4.61 0.00 0.00 
-183.02 0.00 0.00 
322.25 0.00 0.00 
134.62 0.00 o.r 
639.89 0.00 0. 
452.26 0.00 0.00 
957.53 0.00 0.00 
1,462.80 0.00 0.00 
1,275.17 0.00 0.00 
1,780.44 0.00 0.00 
528.52 0.00 0.00 
340.89 0.00 0.00 
180.83 0.00 0.00 
-6.80 0.00 0.00 
-6.80 0.00 0.00 






December 14, 2011 
DONNA NICKERSON 
139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: ,4567 

































































CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2005 - 12/31/2005 
Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow 
Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount 
0.00 0.00 0.00 306.34 1,454.02 505.27 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,815.00 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 307.94 1,452.42 505.27 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,815.00 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0,00 309,55 1,450.81 600.28 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 311.17 1,449.19 600.28 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 312.BO 1,447.56 600.28 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0 00 0.00 -1,251.92 
0.00 0.00 0.00 314.44 1,445.92 600.28 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0,00 316.08 1,444.28 600.28 
0.00 0.00 0,00 317.74 1,442.62 600.28 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 319.40 1,440.96 600.28 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 321.07 1,439.29 600.28 
0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -1,425.82 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 322.75 1,437.61 600.28 
0.00 0.00 0.00 324.44 1,435,92 396.28 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,293.32 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
0.00 0.00 0.00 326. 14 1,434.22 396.28 
Advance Total Principal 
Amount Amount Balance 
277,838.95 
0.00 2,265.63 277,532.61 
0.00 0.00 277,532.61 
0.00 0.00 277,532.61 
0.00 2,265.63 277,224.67 
0.00 0.00 277,224.67 
0.00 0,00 277.224,67 
0.00 2,360.64 276,915.12 
0.00 0.00 276,915.12 
0.00 2,360.64 276,603.95 
0.00 0.00 276,603.95 
0.00 2,360.64 276,291.15 
0.00 0.00 276,291.15 
0.00 0.00 276,291.15 
0.00 2,360.64 275,976.71 
0.00 0.00 275,976.71 
0,00 2,360.64 275,660.63 
0,00 2,360,64 275,342.89 
0.00 0.00 275,342.89 
0.00 0.00 275,342.89 
0.00 2,360.64 275,023.49 
0.00 0.00 275,023.49 
0.00 2,360.64 274,702.42 
0.00 0.00 274,702.42 
0.00 0.00 274,702.42 
0.00 2,360.64 274,379,67 
0.00 2,156.64 274,055.23 
0.00 0.00 274,055.23 
0.00 0.00 274,055.23 
0.00 0.00 274,055.23 
0.00 2,156.64 273,729.09 
273,729.09 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
Escrow Advance Suspense 
Balance Balance Balance 
-6.80 0.00 C.00 
498.47 0.00 0.00 
-1,316.53 0.00 0.00 
-1,504.16 0.00 0.00 
-998.89 0.00 0.00 
816.11 0.00 0.00 
628.48 0.00 C.00 
1,228.76 0.00 0.00 
1,041.13 0.00 0.00 
1,641.41 0.00 0 00 
1,453.78 0.00 0.00 
2,054.06 0 00 0.00 
1,866.43 0.00 0.00 
614.51 0.00 0.00 
1,214.79 0.00 0.00 
1,027.16 0.00 0.00 
1,627.44 0.00 0.00 
2,227.72 0.00 0.00 
2,040.09 0.00 0.0l 
1,852.46 0.00 0.00 
2,452.74 0.00 0.00 
2,265.11 0.00 0.00 
2,865.39 0.00 0.00 
1,439.57 0.00 0.00 
1,251.94 0.00 0.00 
1,852.22 0.00 0.00 
2,248.50 0.00 0.00 
955.18 0.00 0.00 
767.55 0.00 0.00 
579.92 0.00 0 00 
976.20 0.00 0.00 




DATE December 14, 2011 THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 4567 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2006 - 12/31/2006 
.... .,,.*'* **'° **" * * * ... * ..... *** ***********'* **"'"****"' ""'"'* ***** .... '""*" ... .,.. ...... ,.. .... * .... ****,...,,,..* ........... ,,. .... 1'1".,. *"Ir*** w ..... *""'**'I"*•*"* ..... .,...,.,. ...... *****'***.,.***•* .... •**. ** .. ,. • * ••• ** ...... '* ... *"*********'**"II***"'*""""**,., .. **•* .. *"lr**"II** *****" ** *** * ... ** .. *" "***·***** "***" *******•*• * * •• - ****'* ....... ,. ........ *" ........ **"*"' **"' .. * .... ,. **"' • 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advance Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount P,,mount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
4567 111/2006 273,729.09 976.20 0.00 0.00 
4567 1/19/2006 310 12/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -167.63 0.00 0.00 273,729.09 788.57 0.00 0.00 
4567 1/30/2006 172 2/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 327.84 1,432.52 395.68 0.00 2,156.04 273,401.25 1,184.25 0.00 0.00 
4567 2/22/2006 310 1/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 273,401.25 996.62 0.00 0.00 
4567 2/23/2006 171 3/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 329.56 1,430.80 396.28 0.00 2, 156,64 273,071.69 1,392.90 0.00 0.00 
4567 3/16/2006 310 2/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0,00 0.00 273,071.69 1,205.27 0.00 0.00 
4567 3/28/2006 171 4/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 331.28 1,429.08 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 272,740.41 1,601.55 0.00 0.00 
4567 4/18/2006 310 3/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272,740.41 1,413.92 0.00 0.00 
4567 4/25/2006 171 5/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 333.02 1,427.34 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 272,407.39 1,810.20 0.00 0.00 
4567 5/23/2006 310 4/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272,407.39 1,622.57 0.00 0.00 
4567 5/23/2006 312 6/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,293.32 0.00 0.00 272,407.39 329.25 0.00 0.00 
4567 5/26/2006 171 6/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 334.76 1,425.60 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 272,072.63 725.53 0.00 0.00 
4567 6/21/2006 310 5/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272,072.63 537.90 0,00 0 00 
4567 6/27/2006 171 7/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 336.51 1,423.85 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 271,736.12 934.18 0.00 0 00 
4567 7/18/2006 310 6/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271,736.12 746.55 0.00 0,00 
4567 7/25/2006 171 8/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 338.27 1,422.09 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 271,397.85 1,142.83 0.00 0.00 
4567 8/17/2006 310 7/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271,397.85 955.20 0.00 0 00 
4567 B/22/2006 171 9/112006 0.00 0.00 0.00 340.04 1,420.32 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 271,057.81 1,351.48 0.00 O.C 
4567 9/20/2006 307 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -79.16 0.00 0.00 271,057.81 1,272.32 0.00 0.0lo 
4567 9/21/2006 310 8/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271,057.81 1,084.69 0.00 0.00 
4567 9/28/2006 171 10/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 341.82 1,418.54 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 270,715.99 1,480.97 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/20/2006 310 9/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270,715.99 1,293.34 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/30/2006 172 11/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 343.61 1,416.75 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 270,372.38 1,696.52 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/30/2006 175 12/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.46 0,00 0.00 0.00 1.46 270,370.92 1,696.52 0.00 0.00 
4567 11/15/2006 310 10/1/2006 0,00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270,370.92 1,508.89 0,00 0.00 
4567 11/27/2006 172 12/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 345.42 1,414.94 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 270,025.50 1,912.07 0.00 0 00 
4567 11/28/2006 312 12/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -1,384.61 0,00 0.00 270,025.50 527.46 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/19/2006 310 11/1i2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270,025.50 339.83 0.00 0,00 
4567 12/29/2006 171 1/1/2007 0,00 0.00 0.00 347.23 1,413.13 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 269,678.27 743.01 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/31/2006 269,678.27 743.01 0.00 0.00 • • • • ... 'N .Y /' /J .,'# HJ/ 111 /11~1 i~il;, /t#.~//1~ ## ~I g I ttt~ ~c ~· U ~c ~g~1fi'// ~c ~ ,, II 11 ~' j~/' //1~'1W1 N 1~1~///#,~fi1~1 jJ! ll ll j~'## ,ti,· g jj l, i~' 11' .~~ 1~//1/ d~ ~ ~,~/1 I~ n !;c !~!~!~ ~c g:'##1~1 ;'1/~'; c, ,cc n ,''1~1t ~ //,~,;1 II ; j11j~I ;' ~1,t/1/11/1~1 j ~ (j cl l '/', '/' ~ I~/# c, 1i,;' tl/',~f, ~'~11' /C~C# ~#// 1/ o1 i111;'~' ~/Cr~·~~ l~/' 1;1,~' ~w 1/ H//f/g# ~#/' /1fi ll II I ~~.~ g ~ 1 I 
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DATE December 14, 2011 
MPRT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
L?AN NUMBER: 4567 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2007 - 12/31/2007 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
**r**** *****"' "'***** -,,1,* "'*;1r"' *** **** * *****"'****..-****"'11. ******** 11* *W*1r*><*** **"'***W*-.r• w• w,i ***"* * '""* ,r "*" "'" M *" "*" "'*•* "'**""" **• *"' ** **"' *;1r****" "* * .,_ . ..,******><**;ir'1<1l:'/Jtw11':Jr ***"'***""'".,, 'lut'l<'l'<*"'**'k*• *..-***W"'* *"""' * ""*** *"** "** rJir **** * • 11:11' •• *"* "** ** •* >t** ** ..-;1rw,; ** •*"* "'*"****:>'";Ir""*'" **"'** ** *"' *""* * * ,t *'* ** *** r* 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advance Suspense 
!Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
!567 1/112007 269,678.27 743.01 0.00 0.00 
!567 1/18/2007 310 12/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 269,678.27 555.38 0.00 0.00 
!567 1/31/2007 171 2/1/2007 0,00 0.00 o:oo 349.04 1,411.32 403. 16 0.00 2,163.54 269,329.23 958.56 0.00 0.00 
4567 2/16/2007 310 1/1/2007 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 269,329.23 770.93 0.00 a.co 
4567 2/2712007 171 3/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 350.87 1,409.49 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 268,978.36 1,174.11 0.00 0.00 
4567 3/15/2007 310 2/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0,00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268,978.36 966.48 0.00 0.00 
1567 4/2/2007 171 4/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 352.71 1,407.65 403. 18 0.00 2,163.54 268,625.65 1,389.66 0.00 0 00 
1567 4/18/2007 310 3/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268,625.65 1,202.03 0.00 0.00 
4567 4/25/2007 171 5/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 354.55 1,405.81 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 268,271.10 1,605.21 0.00 0 00 
4567 5/17/2007 310 4/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268,271.10 1,417.58 0.00 C.00 
4567 5/23/2007 312 6/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 -1,384.61 0.00 0.00 268,271.10 32.97 0.00 0.00 
4567 5/25/2007 171 6/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 356.41 1,403.95 403,18 0.00 2,163.54 267,914.69 436.15 0.00 0.00 
4567 6/20/2007 310 5/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -187.63' 0.00 0.00 267,914.69 248.52 0.00 0.00 
4567 6/25/2007 173 7/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 358.27 1,402.09 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 267,556.42 651.70 0.00 0.00 
4567 6/25/2007 175 8/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0, 10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 267,556.32 651.70 0.00 0.00 
4567 7/19/2007 310 6/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 267,556,32 464.07 0.00 0,0' 
4567 7/24/2007 171 8/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 360, 15 1,400.21 403,18 0.00 2,163.54 267,196.17 867.25 0.00 0.0, 
4567 8/15/2007 310 7/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 267,196.17 679.62 0.00 0 00 
4567 8128/2007 171 9/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 362.03 1,398.33 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 266,834.14 1,082.80 0.00 0.00 
4567 9/20/2007 310 8/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 266,834.14 895.17 0.00 0.00 
4567 9/28/2007 171 10/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 363.93 1,396.43 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 266,470.21 1,298.35 0,00 0.00 
4567 10/18/2007 310 9/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0,00 266,470.21 1,110.72 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/23/2007 310 10/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 266,470.21 923.09 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/24/2007 310 11/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 266,470.21 735.46 0.00 0.00 
4567 11/1/2007 156 0.00 0.00 0. 0 0 "##1##1#### 0.00 0.00 0.00 ,i\,\',\'n',\ \',1,'' 0.00 735.46 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/31/2007 0.00 735.46 0.00 0 00 




DATE December 14, 2011 THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 0805L 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
rvJORTNAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
dnY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LPAN NUMBER: ,4567 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2010 -12/31/2010 
"'T ............... .. 111' • ...................................... ,.. .................... * ..,.,,..,,...._..., .. * ... **"',//**,..,. ........... ,,.."' .............. .,..,.. ..................................... ""*"'"'****':t ,..,,, .., ................ ... w .. ,,.. ......... " ......... ··**"*"""***"** .. ""'***" ...................... ':t,.,.,,. ,..,..,..., .......................................... ,... **• .... *"'"'"'*""'**"'**"'*"'"'"**""* ... "*""'*""'*"'**""*,. .... ,. ., .................................. ,. • ,..,. "*. 1,-.. ~ I, I, •• • 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advance Suspense 
I Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
4567 1/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 C 
4567 2/1112010 142 0.00 0.00 0.00 1#1-#1#1#### 0.00 0.00 0.00 ii r rut t ut~'II 261,170.62 0.00 0.00 o.c t1 
1567 3/4/2010 170 111/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,754.00 0.00 1,754.00 261, 170,62 1,754.00 0.00 0.00 
i567 3/4/2010 132 13.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 13.25 261,170.62 1,754.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 3/18/2010 310 21112010 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -375.26 0.00 0 00 261,170.62 1,378.74 0.00 0.00 
4567 3/24/2010 631 0.00 0 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 0 00 261,170,62 1,378.74 100.00 0.00 
4567 4/1/2010 305 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -6,593.93 0,00 0.00 261, 170,62 -7,215.19 100.00 0.00 
4567 412/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 70.00 0.00 261,170.62 -7,215.19 170.00 0.00 
4567 4/13/2010 173 1/112009 0.00 0.00 8,593.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8,593.93 261,170.62 -7,215.19 170.00 8.593. 93 
4567 4/13/2010 173 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 1,116.00 0.00 1,116.00 261,170.62 -6,099.19 170,00 8,593.93 
4567 4116/2010 147 1/112009 0,00 0.00 -8,523.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -6,099, 19 170.00 70.00 
4567 411£i/2010 170 1/1/2009 0.0.0 0.00 -70.00 0.00 0.00 70.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -6,029.19 170.00 0.00 
4567 4116/2010 152 88.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261, 170,62 -6,029.19 170.00 0.00 
4567 4/2712010 132 13.25 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 13.25 261,170.62 -6,029.19 170.00 0.00 
4567 5/5/2010 351 2/1/2010 0,00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2,613.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -8,642.19 170.00 0.00 
4567 5/7/2010 173 1/112009 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6,867.07 0.00 6,667.07 261,170.62 -1,775.12 170.00 0 00 
4567 5/17/2010 310 4/112010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -1,962.75 170.00 0.00 
4567 5/17/2010 152 68.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261,170.62 -1,962.75 170.00 0.00 
4567 5/2112010 312 6/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,670.64 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -3,633.39 170.00 0 00 
4567 617/2010 632 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 50,00 0.00 261,170.62 -3,633.39 220.00 0.00 
4567 6/7/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 50.00 0.00 261,170.62 -3,633,39 270.00 0 00 
4567 6/712010 632 0,00 0 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 250.00 0.00 261,170.62 -3,633,39 520.00 0 00 
4567 6/7/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 150.00 0.00 261, 170,62 -3,633.39 670.00 o.r 
4567 6/1612010 312 6/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -24.67 0.00 0.00 261, 170,62 -3,658.06 670.00 O.G, 
4567 6/2212010 310 51112010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -3,845.69 670.00 0.00 
4567 7122/2010 310 611/2010 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -4,033.32 670.00 0.00 
4567 7130/2010 132 11,25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261,170.62 -4,033.32 670.00 0.00 
4567 8/19/2010 310 7/112010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -187,63 0,00 0.00 261,170.62 -4,220.95 670.00 0.00 
4567 8/24/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261,170.62 -4,220.95 670.00 0.00 
4567 9/2412010 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 110.00 0.00 261,170.62 -4,220.95 760.00 0.00 
4567 9127/2010 310 8/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -187.63 0,00 0.00 261, 170,62 -4,408.58 780,00 0.00 
4567 10/7/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0,00 11.25 261,170.62 -4,408.58 780.00 0.00 
4567 10/7/2010 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 110.00 0.00 261,170.62 -4,408.58 890.00 0.00 
4567 10125/2010 310 9/112010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187,63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -4,596.21 890.00 0 00 
4567 11/9/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261,170.62 -4,596.21 680.00 0.00 
4567 11/23/2010 310 10/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -4, 783.84 890.00 0.00 
4567 11/23/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261,170.62 -4,783.84 690.00 0.00 
4567 11/24/2010 312 1211/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2,222.68 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -7,006.52 890.00 0.00 
4567 12/13/2010 312 1211/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -34.16 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -7,040.68 890.00 0.00 




DATE December 14, 2011 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
I 
L0AN NUMBER: i4567 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2011 - 12/14/2011 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Pr:inclpal Interest Escrow 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount 
1567 1/1/2011 
1567 1/512011 310 11/1/2010 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -187,63 
1567 1111/2011 132 11,25 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
1567 1/21/2011 310 12/1/2010 0,00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
1567 1/31/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
1567 2/8/2011 351 2/1/2011 0,00 0,00 0,00 0 00 0.00 -2,613.00 
1567 2/18/2011 631 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0,00 0.00 
1567 2/24/2011 310 1/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
!567 3/8/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
1567 3/18/2011 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
1567 3/21/2011 310 2/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
1567 4/5/2011 132 11,25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
1567 4/20/2011 310 3/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
1567 5/10/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
1567 5/23/2011 312 6/1/2011 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2,222.68 
4567 5124/2011 310 411/2011 0.00 0,00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -187,63 
4567 6/14/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 6/27/2011 310 5/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -187.63 
4567 6/28/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 7120/2011 310 6/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 8/9/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0,00 0,00 0.00 
4567 8/16/2011 310 7/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 8/23/2011 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 8/23/2011 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 9/19/2011 310 8/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 9/30/2011 132 11.25 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/18/2011 310 9/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 11/2/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 11/16/2011 310 10/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 1211/2011 312 1211/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2,396.83 
4567 12/6/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/14/2011 
Advance Total Principal 
Amount Amount Balance 
261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
35.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261, 170,62 
0,00 11.25 261, 170,62 
175.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261,170.62 
0.00 0,00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0,00 11.25 261,170.62 
0.00 0,00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261, 170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
600.00 0.00 261, 170,62 
20.58 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261,170.62 
0.00 0.00 261,170.62 
0.00 0,00 261,170.62 
0.00 11.25 261,170.62 
261,170.62 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
Escrow Advance Suspense 
Balance Balance Balance 
-7,040,68 890.00 O.OC 
-7,228,31 890,00 0.00 
-7,228.31 890.00 0.00 
-7,415.94 890.00 O.OC 
-7,415.94 890.00 0.00 
-10,028.94 890,00 0 00 
-10,028.94 925.00 0.00 
-10,216.57 925.00 0.00 
-10,216.57 925.00 0.00 
-10,216.57 1,100.00 0.00 
-10,404.20 1,100.00 0.00 
-10,404.20 1,100.00 0.00 
-10,591.83 1,100.00 0.00 
-10,591.83 1,100.00 0.00 
-12,814.51 1,100.00 0.00 
-13,002.14 1,100.00 0.00 
-13,002.14 1,100.00 0.00 
-13,189.77 1,100.00 0.00 
-13, 189.77 1,100.00 0.0 
-13,377.40 1,100.00 0.00 
-13,377.40 1,100,00 0.00 
-13,565.03 1,100.00 0.00 
-13,565.03 1,700.00 0.00 
-13,565.03 1,720,58 0.00 
-13,752.66 1,720.58 0.00 
-13, 752.66 1,720.58 0.00 
-13,940.29 1,720.58 0.00 
-13,940.29 1,720.58 0.00 
-14, 127.92 1,720 58 0.00 
-16,524.75 1,720,58 0.00 
-16,524.75 1,720.58 0.00 





Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7302) 
3415 Vision Drive CHASE 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
(800) 848-9136 Customer Care 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
May 13, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles R. Nickerson 
PO BOX 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Re: Loan Number ******0920 
Chase Loan History Enclosed 
Dear Donna Nickerson and Charles R. Nickerson: 
I am writing in response to the recent request Chase received for a payment history. 
Enclosed is the information you requested. 
Chase's goal is to provide the highest level of quality service to each of our customers. If you have 
any questions, please contact Customer Care at (800) 848-9136. 
We appreciate your business and value our relationship with you. 
Sincerely, 
,,f-,,:::'t-{fa SC~ 
Anna Ria V. Joson 







CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND.WA 98073 
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, ............•............•........••••......•.•••.......••••..........•••......•••......•...........•...•........ 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
92 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................... ~o_.qo_ .............. ~o .. _09 .............. $Q .. Q9. ............. _$~0.-?o ......................... _$_0:0_0_ ............................. . 
91 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 4/1/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
$-1,186.90 $0.00 
.................. _$_o_.qo_ ............. ~o.-?o .............. ~o .. _oq ............. _$~0.-?o ......................... _$~._o_o_ .................................... $_~1: 1_8_6:9_0_ ..... $_0.-?o ....... . 
90 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 3/1/2009 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
................... _$~9.7:7.o ........... ~1 :~6_2:~6- ....... J~~8 .. _6~ .......... _$~ .. o_o .......................... _$q._o_o_ .................................... $_~1:_1_8_6:9_o_ .... _$_0_.00 
89 1/13/2010 1/12/2010 2/1/2009 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
.................... $_3_9?-.~~ ........... ~1.,_3?1:7~ ......... $~.9~ .. 9_~ .......... _$?·.o.~ .......................... _$~2_,_3~8_._9~ ............................... ~~7_8~ .. 2q ....... J-.5Ei8_._6~ .. 
88 1/12/2010 1/12/2010 1/1/2010 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-1, 137.26 
87 12/16/2009 12/16/2009 12/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-949.63 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
86 12/11/2009 12/11/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-762.00 ······································· ······················································································································································ ······ ..... 
85 12/11/2009 12/11/2009 2/1/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-762.00 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 










Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
84 12/11/2009 12/11/2009 1/1/2009 $2,478.80 PAYMENT 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~~-~~-.5.7. .......... $1_,_3?6.- 7~ ......... $5.f?~-.f?~ ........... $?._O? .......................... _$_1 ~~ .. ~ 1 ................................... ~~3_9~._5! ........ ~~ 7_6~:o_o ... 
83 12/2/2009 12/2/2009 12/1/2009 $-1,670.64 COUNTY TAX 
.................. . J~:99 ... ............ ~?:?? .. ............. $~1 .. ~7_0_.?1 ...... .. ~?-.o? ........................... $~._o_o ...................................... $_o:~o ............. $.~1 :~3_0:?~. 
82 11/21/2009 11/21/2009 9/1/2009 $-2,870.00 HOMEOWNERS INSURANCE 
.................... _$~._o_o .............. ~o:?? .............. -~--.2.,~!.0:0.0 ...... .. $?·.o~ .......................... _$~._o_o ...................................... $_?:?o ............. $3~?·_0_1 ... .. 
81 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 





















FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 
























CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 








Pg. 3 of 11 
•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
76 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 $20.00 RETURNED CHECK FEE ASSESSED 
.................... ~9_.qo_ .............. ~o_._q9 .............. $Q_.Q9 .............. -~~?:_DO_ ....................... __ $_0:0.~ ...................................... ~3_91_._5~ ......... ~3_,_01_6.-?4 .. 
75 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 12/1/2008 $0.00 RETURNED ITEM 
.................... $_0_.q9_ .............. ~?:~o ............... ~o ... oq ............. _$~ .. o~ .......................... _$~_1.,_9~o ... ~~ ............................... $-~~1 ... ~~ ......... $_3_,?1 _6:6_4_. 
74 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 12/1/2008 $-2,328.99 MISAPPLICATION REVERSAL 
.................... _$~~9.'. :5_2_ ......... ~~1:.~?8.-~4 ....... -~~~-~~-.6~ .......... ~?·.o_o .......................... _$~,_3_~~--9_9 ................................ ~?:1_._5~ ......... ~-3_,?1_6:6_4 __ 
73 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
................... .$.Q.-99 ............... ~9:99. ............. . $9 ... QQ. ............. _$~?:.~? .. ....................... ~?:.0? ...................................... ~.?:qo_ ........... J~!5.8~:2.7 .. 
72 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 $-20.00 FASTPAY FEE WAIVED 
71 
70 











10/3/2009 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 $-2,328.99 PAYMENT 
$0.00 $3,585.27 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $-2,328.99 $391.52 $3,016.64 ·················· ., ............ ······ ········································································ ·········································· ................................... . 
69 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 $1,980.65 PAYMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,980.65 $391.52 $3,016.64 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
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.............•....•...............................•.....•.•...................................•..•................ 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
68 9/11/2009 9/11/2009 9/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~9 .. _oo_ .............. $9 ... QQ .............. $~rn7-.!?~ ......... _$?·.~? .......................... _$_0:0_0_ ..................................... ~~-91_._5~ ........ ~3_,_01_6_.~4 .. 
67 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
................... _$_0_.~o ............... ~o:~? ............... $9_._oq ............. _$~0.-?o ......................... _$~._o_o_ ..................................... $.~~1 ... 5~ ......... $.3 .. ~o~:2.7 .. 
66 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 $-20.00 FASTPAY FEE WAIVED 
..................... ~~·.?.~ .............. ~o_._oo .............. ,;9 .. 99 ............. .. ~~~?:.~? .... ..................... $_~·.?.o ...................................... ~~.~~ .. ?~ ......... ~.3 .. ~0.4:~7 .. 
65 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 12/1/2008 $1,980.65 PAYMENT 
................... J9.-.09 ............... ~9 .. .09 .............. $9 ... QQ .............. ~?·.~-~ ........................... $1_,_9~?:?:5 ................................. ~.~.91:_~~ ........ J~,2.o~:2.7 .. 
64 8/11/2009 8/11/2009 8/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 











62 6/16/2009 6/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$391.52 $3,391.90 

















CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 








Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1 /31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
60 5/22/2009 5/22/2009 11/1/2008 $1,636.43 COUNTY TAX 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
................... }9 .. 90 ............... ~o .. _oq .............. $1,~~.f?,LI) ........ _$~-.o~ ........................................................................ $_2?\5?2.-_14_ ................. . 
59 5/16/2009 5/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
................... _$_0_.90_ .............. ~o_.?o .............. .$0_._oq ............. -~~8_.~o ...................................................................... $_2?1_,_5?2.-_14_ ....... . 
58 5/5/2009 5/5/2009 11/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
..................... ~?-.~~ .............. ~O_.?O .............. -~-~ ~7_.-~~ .......... _$~--~.o ........................................................................ $_2~1,_5~2_-_14_ ................. . 
57 4/30/2009 4/30/2009 11/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
.................... ~.9.-Q9 ............... ~9 .. 99 .............. $9 .. .QP ............. -~-1_4_._oo ....................................................................... ~?(31_._5(32_._1 ~ ................. . 
56 4/16/2009 4/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,562.14 
······································································································································· ································································· 
55 4/3/2009 4/3/2009 11/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
.................. .. $_~:?O ............... ~O:?~ ............... ~\~?-_~~ ........... $?·.O? ........................................................................ ~~-6_1_,_5~~--1 ~ ................. . 
54 3/16/2009 3/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,562.14 ··························· ···························································· ...... ······································································································ .... . 
53 3/3/2009 3/3/2009 11/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 





CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 










Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
52 2/17/2009 2/17/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... $_0 .. 99_ .............. $0,._QQ .............. $Q .. Q9. ............. _$~8_.~o ....................................................................... ~2_6_1.,,5?2:.'. ~ ................. . 
51 2/17/2009 2/14/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE REVERSAL 
.................... ~.o: qo_ .............. ~o_. ?o ............... $Q .. _oq ............. -~~8_. ~? ....................................................................... $_2? 1 :.~?2: .'. 4_ ................. . 
50 2/14/2009 2/14/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
.................... -~~-.o.~ .............. ~?:.o? ............. . ~Q .. QO ............... $~~:.o? ...................................................................... $_2~1_,.5~2_._14 ................ .. 
49 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 11/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 



















FASTPAY FEE PAID 
FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
46 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 $116.45 UNAPPLIED 
$261,951.62 
$261,951.62 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $116.45 $261,951.62 ································· ................................................ ······················································ ............................................................... .. 45 2/3/2009 2/3/2009 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $261,951.62 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 










Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
44 1/20/2009 1/20/2009 10/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~9.-90 ............... ~O .. .Q9 .............. $.Q .. .00 ............... ~J.4:~? ....................................................................... ~2?1_._9~1_._6~ ................. . 
43 1/16/2009 1/16/2009 10/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
................... J~_.qo ............... ~?:~? ............... ~o .. _q9 ............ .. $~8:~? ....................................................................... $_2?~:.9~1 :?2 ........... . 
42 1/5/2009 1/5/2009 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
.................... _$~ .. o.~ .............. ~o .. _oo .............. . $~ _87 .. _6~ ........... $~ .. o~ ........................................................................ ~-2~1_,_9~1 _.~2 .................. . 
41 12/16/2008 12/16/2008 10/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
.................... ~9 .. 99 ...... ......... ~9 .. .Q9 .............. $.0 ... QQ .............. $~~ ... oo ....................................................................... ~2~1.,_9~ 1_._62 ........... . 
40 12/3/2008 12/3/2008 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $261,951.62 
39 12/1/2008 12/1/2008 10/1/2008 $1,636.43 COUNTY TAX 
.................... ~.o .. ~o ............... ~o .. ~o ............... }\E3~6:~3-........ $?·.o? ........................................................................ ~2_6_1_,_9_51_._6~ ................ .. 
38 11/17/2008 11/17/2008 10/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 

















CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 








Pg. 8 of 11 
................................................................................•................................. 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 




Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~3.87,.4.5 ........... H,.37.2 ... 91 ......... Vi.f?~ .. E?~ ......... J~8 .. ?o .......................... $.o:o.o ...................................... ~2.6.1.,.9?1 ... 6~ ......... .. 
35 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 9/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
.................... $.~.~?·1~ ........... ~~: ~7.4: ~~ ......... ~?.9~·.9.~ ......... .. $?·.~? ......... .................. ~~ .. ~.~ ...................................... ~.~?2 ... 3~~ .. ?7 ................. .. 
34 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
..................... ~~·.o.o .............. ~o ... o~ ............... ~9 .. 99 ............... ~~?:?? ....................................................................... $.2~~ .. .7~4 ... 5~ .................. . 
33 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 




















LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
30 10/3/2008 10/3/2008 8/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$262,724.51 
$262,724.51 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $262,724.51 ······································· ······················································································································································ ,., 29 9/16/2008 9/16/2008 8/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $262,724.51 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0011 
451
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 









Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
28 9/3/2008 9/3/2008 8/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... $_~_.q9 ............... ~o .. _09 .............. $rn7-.f?~ ........... $?·.o? ........................................................................ ~2-~2...7~4 .. _51 .... .. 
27 9/2/2008 9/2/2008 8/1/2008 $30.00 FAX FEE ASSESSED 
................... J~:q9 ............... ~o_._oo ............... ~o .. ,oq ............ _$~0.-?o .................................................................... $_2?2:.7~4 .. _51 .... . 
26 8/11/2008 8/11/2008 8/1/2008 $2,289.58 PAYMENT 
.................... _$~8_3:~3 ........... ~1 .. ~7_6_.~3 ........ _;441 ... 2~ ........... $~8:_oo ......................... _$?·.o_o ...................................... $_2~2:_7~4_._51_ 
25 8/11/2008 8/11/2008 7/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
.................... p81_.4~ ........... ~\.~?.?:~~ ......... $4.4 t:?~ ........... ~?·.~.o ........................... $~._o? ...................................... ~?f3~ ... 1 q? ... 9~ ................ .. 
24 8/5/2008 8/5/2008 6/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 









LA TE CHARGE ASSESSED 
22 7/3/2008 7/3/2008 6/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$263,489.37 

















CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
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Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1 /31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
20 6/16/2008 6/16/2008 5/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~0 .. 99 ............... ~9.._09. .............. $Q .. Q9. .............. ~1.?.-?~ ....................................................................... $_2?3_,_8?8.-_8~ ......... . 
19 6/16/2008 6/16/2008 5/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................. . .s.o:~o ... ............ ~o.-?o .............. Jo_.qq .............. $1_s.-?o ....................................................................... ~.~?3_,_8?8.-~2 ................. .. 
18 6/4/2008 6/4/2008 5/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
.................... -~~-.o_o .............. ~o.-?o .............. J1 ~?...6~ ........... ~?·.o_o ........................................................................ $_2~3_,_8~8_._82 ................. .. 
17 5/27/2008 5/27/2008 5/1/2008 $1,720.93 COUNTY TAX 
................... JO_.QO ............... ~o .. qo ............... H.??Q .. $~ ......... ~?-.O? ........................................................................ ~2t13_,_8l18_._~? ................ .. 
16 5/7/2008 5/7/2008 5/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $263,868.82 
15 4/28/2008 4/28/2008 5/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$377.47 $1,382.89 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $263,868.82 . . ' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' . . . ' . . . . ' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' . . . . . ' . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' . . . . . . . . . . ' . . . . . . . ' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' . . . . . . . . . . . 
14 4/12/2008 4/11/2008 4/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 

















CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
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Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
12 3/10/2008 3/10/2008 3/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................. .. ~9_.qo ... ............ $0_._QD__ ............ _$1.~7-.!?~ ........... ~~--O? ........................................................................ ~2_6~,_6~1_._8~- .... . 
11 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 3/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
.................. . J~?~.-.~? .. ......... ~~ :~~-6:~~ .. ...... _$1_4~.-.?~ ......... .. ~?·.~? ........................... ~~--~-~ ...................................... $_2?~ .. -~~~ .. -~o ................. .. 
10 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 2/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
............ $?._o_o .............. ~o:?? .. ............ -~-o:o_o_ .............. $1_5_.?o ....................................................................... ~.2?4:.9~5_._35 .. 
9 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 2/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................. .. $0_.qo ... ............ $0_._oo__ ............. $0 ... 0Q .............. $1_5_._oo ....................................................................... $_?(3~ .. ~~5.-.3? ...... . 
8 2/11/2008 2/11/2008 2/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 











6 1/4/2008 1/3/2008 1/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$264,995.35 

















Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHASEO Loan 0920 
January 4, 2009 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 











DEAR CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,294.97 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
remedies provided in the 
limited to, allowable 
permitted by your Loan 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0054 
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CHARLES R NICKERSON 
January 4, 2009 
Page 2 
4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle south 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
interest in the property. One of the tasks that we will 
regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 







now owe if permitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
JPMCOOSS 
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CHARLES R NICKERSON 
January 4, 2009 
Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership 
borrowers. Such counseling is available through a 
counseling services to 
variety of non-profit 
and approved by the 
A listing of such 
1-800-569-4287. 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline at 
1-877-601-4673 or a Chase Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 to 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 







Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHASEO Loan# 0920 
January 4, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: ACCELERATION WARNING 
Loan Number 0920 
current Payment $2,328.99 
Late Charges $264.00 
Fees Balance $44.00 
Total Amount Due $7,294.97 
DEAR DONNA NICKERSON: 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,294.97 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
remedies provided in the 
limited to, allowable 
permitted by your Loan 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATIONJPMcoosa 
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4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle South 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
protect our interest in the property. One of the tasks that we will 
perform at regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
property. This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
plans for curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 
anticipate that any costs incurred by CHF will be added to the amount you 




January 4, 2009 
Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not €:Jffer homeownership 
borrowers. Such counseling is available through a 
counseling services to 
variety of non-profit 
and approved by the 
A listing of such 
1-800-569-4287. 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at 
Colorado customers 
1-877-601-4673 or a 
may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline 
Chase Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
at 
to 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 









DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
Dear Mortgagor(s)-: 
Loan If 0920 
January 17, 2009 
Enclosed are two copies of the formal repayment plan which you requested. It 
is mandatory that the payments required by the agreement be received on the 
dates specified and in the amounts required. IE payments are not received on 
the dates specified, we will immediately consider taking foreclosure action. 
Chase Home Finance LLC·is extending this repayment plan in order to help you 
save your home from possible foreclosure, By accepting this plan, you are 
taking a very positive step toward returning your loan to good standing. Any 
questions concerning this agreement or problems which develop during the 
repayment period must be communicated to us immediately. 
If any installments are not mad~- a--;;"required, We may cancel the agreement at 
our option. It may not be possil::ile;i" for us to extend any further relief should 
the terms of the agreement be broken. After you have signed the agreement, 
return the original to us and retain the copy for your reference. 
If you have any questions, please ··ca,11 us at 1-800-848-9380. 
For California customers, the state Rosentnal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Pradtices Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collectors ;ma;y ~ot contact you before 8 a.m. or • I 
after 9 p.m. They may not harass you by ~sing threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language. Collectors ~ai not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they know or have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at work. For __ thejmost part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse about your debt. Collectors 
may contact another person to confirm your loca-tion ior enforce a judgement. 
For more information about debt collection activities, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC-HELP 07; www·.ft,c.gov . 
I- ..... -· .. ! 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect! a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
I 
l .. 
i-- r·····, I , 
._ .J 
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DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Loan Number 0920 
January 17, 2009 
Page Two 
We may,report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are ~epresented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
To the exterit your,original obligation has been discharged, or is subject to an 
automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, this 
notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only and does not 
constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose personal liability for 
such obligation. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 






l, __ _, 
L .•.•. 




DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414, 
REDMOND WA 198073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
Dear Mortgagor(s): 
Loan# 0920 
January 17, 2009 
To follow up on our phone !conversation of 01/15/2009, the indebtedness in the 
above-mentioned case is in default. In consideration of Chase Home Finance LLC 
("Chase") extending repayment for a period of time, it is mandatory that you 
indicate your acceptance of the following conditions by signing this letter 
agreement. Please sign ·the original of this agreement and return it to Chase 
Home Finance LLC promptly. If we do not receive the signed agreement, we may 
consider taking foreclosure action. 
As of this date, your loan is paid through 10/01/2008. The amount past due is 
$7,294.97. It is proposed that the delinquency, including payments and accrued 
late charges, will be paid as follows: 
Chase may find 
this repayment 
accordingly. 
Payment Due In Our Office 
02/06i2009 
03 /105 / 2009 
04 /.Q5 / 2_009 
05/05/2009 
06/05/2009 
07/05/2009 . : l 














' , I it necessary to increase lyour'regular monthly payment during 
plan to cover escrow dLsbursements. Please adjust your payments 
Regular monthly payments of $2,328.99 will resume-with the payment due 
08/01/2009. 
- J 
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DONNA NI~KERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Loan Number 0920 
January 17, 2009 
Page Two 
All the provisions of the Note and security instrument, except as herein 
provided, shall remain in full force and effect. Chase Home Finance LLC 
("CHF") will continue to report the status of your account to credit 
repositories based on the due date, not the plan date and collection activity 
will continue via phone calls and letters. In the event you file bankruptcy, 
the above repayment plan will be null and void. Late charges will be assessed 
as provided in the'Note and Mortgage. Upon the breach of any provision of this 
agreement, CHF may terminate this agreement and, at the option of CHF, 
institute foreclosure proceedings according to the terms of the Note and 
security instrument without regard to this instrument. After making all 
scheduled payments per the agreement, there may still be an outstanding late 
charge/fee balance remaining on the account. If you have any questions, please 
contact our office at l-800-848-9380. 
Please sign the originai of this agreement and return it to Chase Home Finance 
LLC at P.O. Box 248368, Columbus, OH 43224-9907, attn. Collection Dept. 
For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you before 8 a.m. or 
after 9 p.m. They may not harass you by using threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language. C.ollectors may not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they know or have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at work. For the most part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse about your debt. Collectors 
may contact another person to confirm your location or enforce a judgement, 
For more information about debt co],Jection activities, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTCi...HELP. or www.ftc.gov. 
! ' • 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting ro !collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. \ . . ' 
: i : ; We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 











DONNA ~ICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Loan Number 0920 
January 17, 2009 
Page Three 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
To the extent your original obligation has been discharged, or is subject to an automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only and does not constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose personal liability for such obligation. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Horne Finance LLC 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
! -- -- --· ~-- { 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD!T ext Telephone 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
CHASEO 
Loan 
February 7, 2009 
Your house is your home. We want to keep it that way. 
We need to talk __ call (800) 848-9380 today. 
0920 
You' re going through tough times __ we can help. In fact, we believe your home 
loan may be eligible for a loan modification program __ we may be able to change 
the term of your loan, the interest rate, and maybe even the principal due 
date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
Call us today at (BOO) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. 
We'll discuss your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter) and 
the options available to you. But we cannot stress enough that the longer 
you delay calling us __ the fewer chances you may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone __ one of our Loan Specialists will 
work with you to determine the option that best fits your needs. There are 
several options available __ call us now and let's see which one will work best 
for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your home, 
but you must call us immediately at (BOO) 848-9380 __ the longer you delay the 
fewer options you may have. 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your current situation and 
the consequences that will occur unless we receive the required financial 
information from you and can approve you for a modification. Once you 
call us with the information needed, then we can work together to 
determine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee 
that you will be approved, but your only chance of saving your home is 
by contacting us immediately. Please don't delay __ call us now at 
(BOO) 848-9380. 
FCL MTM 




Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHASEO 
February 7, 2009 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 











DEAR CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,280.52 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two 
notice in order to cure this default. 
You must pay the total amount set 
(32) days from the date of this 
3. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
remedies provided in the 
limited to, allowable 
permitted by your Loan 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0069 
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CHARLES R NICKERSON 
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4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
6. 
7. 
Regular Mail: Chase Horne Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight: Chase Horne Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle south 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
interest in the property. One of the tasks that we will 
regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 







now owe if permitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
JPMC0070 
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Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership 
borrowers. such counseling is available through a 
counseling services to 
variety of non-profit 
and approved by the 
A listing of such 
1-800-569-4287. 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at 
Colorado customers 
1-877-601-4673 or a 
may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline 
Chase Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
at 
to 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 






Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
CHASEO 
Loan# 
February 7, 2009 
Your house is your home. We want to keep it that way. 
We need to talk __ call (800) 848-9380 today. 
0920 
You're going through tough times __ we can help. In fact, we believe your home 
loan may be eligible for a loan modification program __ we may be able to change 
the term of your loan, the interest rate, and maybe even the principal due 
date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
Call us today at (800) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. 
We'll discuss your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter) and 
the options available to you. But we cannot stress enough that the longer 
you delay calling us __ the fewer chances you may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone __ one of our Loan Specialists will 
work with you to determine the option that best fits your needs. There are 
several options available __ call us now and let's see which one will work best 
for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your home, 
but you must call us immediately at (800) 848-9380 __ the longer you delay the 
fewer options you may have. 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your current situation and 
the consequences that will occur unless we receive the required financial 
information from you and can approve you for a modification. once you 
call us with the information needed, then we can work together to 
determine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee 
that you will be approved, but your only chance of saving your home is 
by contacting us immediately. Please don't delay __ call us now at 
(800) 848-9380. 
FCL MTM 




Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD!Text Telephone 
CHASEO 
February 7, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: ACCELERATION WARNING 




Total Amount Due 





CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,280.52 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two 
notice in order to cure this default. 
You must pay the total amount set 
( 32) days from the date of this 
3. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
remedies provided in the 
limited to, allowable 
permitted by your Loan 
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4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
6. 
7. 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle South 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
interest in the property. One of the tasks that we will 
regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 











February 7, 2009 
Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to borrowers. 
organizations 
Secretary of 
such counseling is available through a variety of non-profit 
experienced in homeownership counseling and approved by the 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at 1-800-569-4287. 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline at 1-877-601-4673 or a Chase Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 to discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 






DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
DEAR DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
Loan Ii 0920 
March 25, 2009 
This letter is related to the current delinquency of the payments of your 
mortgage loan account. 
We want to offer you some potential alternatives to foreclosure. The 
Homeowner's Assistance Department helps qualifying homeowners find solutions. 
We may be able to help you bring your loan payments current or assist you in 
the sale of your property, avoiding a foreclosure sale and additional serious 
damage to your credit. Please return the following items within 15 days from 
the day you receive this letter so that we can determine the assistance 
available to you: 
1. Detailed letter explaining the circumstances that caused your 
mortgage payments to fall behind 
2. Most recent pay stub from each borrower 
3. One bank statement for the most recent month (checking and savings) 
4. Completed Financial Form (enclosed) 
5. Completed Acknowledgement and Authorization Form (enclosed) 
6. Information in your Financial Form and letter detailing any existing 
liens on your property 
7. If applicable, a copy of a listing agreement and/or sales contract 
(if you are selling your property) 
8. If applicable, a copy of the death certificate (if borrower is 
deceased) 
Please return the documents requested above to the following address: 
ATTN: Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
We will review your information carefully and contact you as soon as we make a 
final decision, usually within 30-45 days from the time we receive all of the 
required documentation. During the evaluation process, we may require an 
interior appraisal of the residence. In this case, we will contact you so that 
an appraiser can gain access to the property. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0079 
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March 25, 2009 
Please note that while we are here to help you, we are under no obligation to 
approve any request we receive. Any negotiations about this loan shall not 
obligate Chase Home Finance LLC ("Chase") or its investors or insurers until 
approved in writing. Until we reach an agreement, Chase will proceed with all 
collection or foreclosure activity. Therefore, your timely response is very 
important. 
If you have recently submitted the documents we requested in this letter, we 
thank you for your cooperation and ask that you please disregard this letter. 
If you have recently filed for bankruptcy or are currently in litigation with 
Chase, please disregard this letter. 
Chase's goal is to provide the highest level of quality service. If you have 
any questions, please contact the Homeowner's Assistance Department at 
1-800-446-8939. You can speak with a Homeowner's Assistance Analyst, available 
Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., Eastern Time. We look 
forward to working with you. 
For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you before 8 a.m. or 
after 9 p.m. They may not harass you by using threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language. Collectors may not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they know or have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at work. For the most part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse about your debt. Collectors 
may contact another person to confirm your location or enforce a judgement. 
For more information about debt collection activities, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC-HELP or www.ftc.gov. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
To the extent your original obligation has been discharged, or is subject to an 
automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, this 
notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only and does not 
constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose personal liability for 
such obligation. 
Sincerely, 
Homeowner's Assistance Department 





Loan If. )920 
DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
DEAR DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON! 
March 25, 2009 
This letter is related to the current delinquency of the payments of your 
mortgage loan account. 
We want to offer you some potential alternatives to foreclosure. The 
Homeowner's Assistance Department helps qualifying homeowners find solutions. 
We may be able to help you bring your loan payments current or assist you in 
the sale of your property, avoiding a foreclosure sale and additional serious 
damage to your credit. Please return the following items within 15 days from 
the day you receive this letter so that we can determine the assistance 
available to you: 
1. Detailed letter explaining the circumstances that caused your 
mortgage payments to fall behind 
2. Most recent pay stub from each borrower 
3. One bank statement for the most recent month (checking and savings) 
4. Completed Financial Form (enclosed) 
5. Completed Acknowledgement and Authorization Form (enclosed) 
6. Information in your Financial Form and letter detailing any existing 
liens on your property 
7. If applicable, a copy of a listing agreement and/or sales contract 
(if you are selling your property) 
8. If applicable, a copy of the death certificate (if borrower is 
deceased) 
Please return the documents requested above to the following address! 
ATTN: Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
We will review your information carefully and contact you as soon as we make a 
final decision, usually within 30-45 days from the time we receive all of the 
required documentation. During the evaluation process, we may require an 
interior appraisal of the residence. In this case, we will contact you so that 
an appraiser can gain access to the property. 








JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
4 P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
5 Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
6 Idaho State Bar No. 7159 




















IN THE DISTR1CT COURT OF THE SECOND WDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, ) 
) Case No. CV 2011-28 
Plaintiff, Counter-Defendant, ) 
) NICKERSONS' ANSWERS TO 
vs. ) PLAINTIFF/THIRD PARTY 
) DEFENDANT'S SECOND SET OF 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS TO 





COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and ) 
J.P. MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
********** 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
1. These responses are made solely for purposes of this action. Any document produced by 
Defendants in response to the Requests is subject to all objections as to competence, relevance, 
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materiality, propriety, and admissibility, as well as to anyMay 11, 2012 other objections on any 
grounds that would require the exclusion of the document or any portion thereof if such document 
was offered in evidence, all of which objections and grounds are hereby expressly reserved and may 
be interposed at the time of any deposition or at or before any hearing or trial in this matter. 
2. No incidental or implied admissions are intended by these responses. The fact that 
Def end ants agree to produce documents in response to particular requests or furnish information in 
response to an interrogatory is not intended and should not be construed as an admission that 
Defendants accept or admit the existence of any facts set forth or assumed by such requests or 
interrogatories, or any of such documents, or that any of such documents or information constitutes 
admissible evidence. The fact that Defendants agree to produce in response to a particular request 
or furnish information in response to a particular request or interrogatory is not intended and should 
no be construed as a waiver by Defendants of any part of any objection to such request or 
interrogatory or any general objection made herein. 
3. Defendants have not completed their investigation of this action, have not completed their 
discovery, and may discover additional documents or information responsive to the requests in the 
future. Some of the documents that are sought by the request are not routinely compiled by 
Defendants and are not readily accessible to any agent or employee of Defendants. These responses 
are based on Defendants' knowledge, information, and belief at this time, and are based on 
Defendants' diligent search of those records that they have located and that they reasonably believe 
might contain the documents demanded. Therefore, these responses and the documents and other 
information that may be produced in connection with the requests are without prejudice to the rights 
of the Defendants to supplement these responses or to use any later discovered documents or 
information for any purpose in connection with this suit. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.9: Admit that your read, understood and executed the 
Deed of Trust. 
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RESPONSE: Deny. At closing the Defendants were directed to sign just a couple 
of documents. Defendants understood that they were borrowing money and that the money would 
need to be repaid and that the property was used as secmity but the Defendants clearly understood 
they were getting a mortgage deed. Defendants also were not aware that they were getting a Fannie 
Mae loan, they had exposure to Fannie Mae loans previously and the closing related to this matter 
was not consistent with the closings for Fannie Mae loans. Further, it was their understanding a 
Fannie Mae loan could not exist on a parcel this size. 




REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: Admit that you received notice of the 
December 2007 transfer of the Note to JPMorgan. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit but does not remember how notice was given. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: Admit that you received a Notice of Assignment, 
Sale or Transfer of Servicing Rights from Coldwell Banker Mortgage in Febrnary 2010. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit but never received any written notice before that the note was being sold. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: Admit that you received a Notice of Intention to 
Foreclose from both Coldwell Banker Mortgage and PHH Mortgage in February 2010. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit. However, it is our understanding that PHH did not even receive the Note until June 
2010. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: Admit that the Notice of Intention to Foreclose 
contained a loan number, address for payment, specific amount required to cure default, and a date 
certain by which to pay to cure the default. 
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Admit. However, Defendants still dispute the fact that the account was in default and the 
amount asserted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: Admit that you made no payments to PHH 
Mortgage/Colwell Banker Mortgage after receipt of the Notice oflntention to Foreclose. 
RESPONSE: Deny. Nickersons tried and offered to make payments but PHH would not 
accept payments from the Nickersons. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: Admit that you received a letter from Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage in May 2010 informing you that your mortgage account had been referred to an 
attorney and referring you to contact Coldwell's Loss Mitigation Department. 
RESPONSE: 
Deny. Do not specifically remember. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: Admit that you have not received any written 
modification of the terms of the Note, other than a notice of change of payee, from either JPMorgan 
or PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: Admit that you have never received any written 
documentation excusing your payment performance required under the Note. 
RESPONSE: 
Admit but conditionally. Nickersons were told by JPMorgan employee Kim that account was 
in good standing in January of 2010. Nickersons were also previously told by JPMorgan employees 
that they did not have to make payments. Nickersons also contacted PHH and attempted to make 
payments but PHH would not accept payments from the Nickersons. 
INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Describe each breach of contract and breach of the covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing alleged in the pleadings pertaining to PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker 
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Mortgage and give the date of every act or omission that you claim in the breach of the agreement. 
ANSWER: Please see the factual allegations in these answers as well as in the Amended 
Answer, Counterclaim, and Third Party Complaint. PHH breached the contract and the covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing by mismanaging the note, failing to keep a proper accounting, failing 
to provide written statements after requests by the Nickersons, failing to allow Nickersons to pay on 
the Note, and by not giving the Nickersons notice that the note was being sold. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision of 
12 U.S.C. Section 2605 which you allege PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage violated and 
the facts that support such violation(s). 
ANSWER: PHH failed to provide written notice to the Nickersons that the note was being 
sold. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision of 
the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act ("FDCP A") which you allege PHH 
Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage violated and the facts that support such violations. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons were threatened to be thrown out of their house, thrown out on 
the streets, that a lock would be placed on their gate, that they would not be able to get any 
belongings from the property, etc. The threats were made multiple times. All conversations were 
on a speaker phone. One particularly threatening conversations occurred in March and/or 
April 2009. Nickersons also requested numerous times that PHH employees not come out to the 
property but they continue to do so taking pictures and leaving postings on an almost monthly basis 
and even after this action was commenced. Nickersons also gave PHH appropriate phone numbers 
and addresses in which they could be reached however PHH refused to use them. Nickersons also 
told PHH that they were represented by counsel and gave PHH appropriate contact information. 
PHH refused to contact Nickersons attorney about this action and instead filed notice via publication. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Please set forth with particularity each and every provision 
of the federal Fair Credit Reporting Act ("FCRA") which you allege PHH Mortgage/Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage violate and the facts that support such violations. 
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ANSWER: PHH has reported to credit reporting agencies the Nickersons have failed to 
make timely payments which is contrary to the representations that the JPMorgan employees had told 
to Nickersons about the status of their account and have refused to let Nickersons make payments. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Is the Note, as defined in the Complaint ambiguous? If so, 
identify each ambiguous provision and state with particularity why such provision(s) is ambiguous. 
ANSWER: Objection. Legal conclusion. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Identify all persons who have any knowledge of any facts 
about the subject matter of this litigation and, as to each person, provide a synopsis of their 
knowledge. 
ANSWER: 
Heather, Wells Fargo: Heather knows everything about what has happened and she 
recommended numerous times for the Nickersons to get an attorney. Heather told the Nickersons 
that Chase reported that everyt~ing was OK in January 2010. Heather is expected to testify that both 
Chase and PHH broke federal regulations by not working out a solution/resolution with the 
Nickersons. She is also expected to testify about the relationship between the Nickersons and Wells 
Fargo and the status of the Nickersons' second mortgage. 
Jody, Wells Fargo: Jody knows everything about what has happened. 
Theresa, Wells Fargo: Theresa knows everything about what has happened 
Kim, Chase: Kim knows all of the accounting issues on Chase's side. She is expected to 
testify with regards to how hard the Nickersons worked to settle this issue. Kim repeatedly told the 
Nickersons that there was a problem with their records. Kim made numerous research requests. 
Kim also made numerous document requests for the Nickersons to get receive statements, account 
histories, etc. Kim told the Nickersons that it appeared they were being billed two times monthly. 
In I anuary 2010, Kim told the Nickersons that they were in good standing with Chase. 
Erika, Chase: On December 15, 2010, Erika told the Nickersons that they were not in 
foreclosure and that everything was OK. Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
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Ann, Chase: On May 13, 2010, the Nickersons called and spoke with Ann for the first time. 
Ann already knew the Nickersons' because Kim (referenced above) told Ann the Nickerson's 
situation. Ann facilitated acquiring the Nickersons' account history. Nickersons asked that this 
conversation be recorded. 
Yara, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on January 12, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Resa, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on January 15, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Jamie, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on February 5, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Maribell, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on March 9, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Veronica, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on April 23, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Earl, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on April 30, 2009. Nickersons 
asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Michelle, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on June 1, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
McKayla, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on September 2, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Greg, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on November 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Bridget, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on November 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
Izzy, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee on December 11, 2009. 
Nickersons asked that this conversation be recorded. 
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Thomas, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Kyle, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Shannon, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Andrei, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Linda, Chase: The Nickersons spoke with this Chase employee and requested the 
conversation to be recorded. 
Dominic, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 11, 2010. 
Richard, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 11,2010 by calling 
(888) 418-0364. 
Bill, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on March 22, 2010. 
Michael, Customer Service, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on 
April 23, 2010 by calling (856) 917-0050. 
Lindsey, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on May 13, 2010 by calling 
(800) 3 30-0423. Lindsey informed the Nickersons that all they could do to obtain an account history 
was to call Chase. 
Kelly, PHH: The Nickersons spoke with this PHH employee on May 19, 2010. 
Dominic, Coldwell Banker: The Nickersons spoke with this Coldwell Banker employee. 
Did original loan and Nickersons discussed with him trying to straighten tlrings out after PHH 
repurchased loan. 
AlbertEmacchio, Coldwell Banker: A title company employee at closing communicated with 
thls Coldwell Banker employee. 
Bradon Howell, Just Law: Mr. Howell informed the Nickersons of the default amount. The 
Nickersons' told him that they disputed that default amount. The Nickersons told Mr. Howell 
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(a) that Chase/PHH were fraudulently attempting to take their property, (b) that their last payment 
was made on January 21, 2010, and (c)thatthey were denied the opportunity to make any payments 
after that J anumy date. The Nickersons also told him that they wanted to work out a resolution with 
his client and bring the account into good standing. The Nickersons clearly stated to Mr. Howell that 
they wanted to keep the property and explained that they had the financial resources to do so. The 
Nickersons expressed how damaging Mr. Howell's client's proceedings were to their credit rating 
and that it was creating extreme financial hardship for them. The Nickersons pointed out their parcel 
was a 50 acre parcel and a non-judicial foreclosure was not appropriate. Mr. Howll state he would 
speak with Jason Rammell and get back to them. Mr. Howell, spoke with Mr. Rammell and then 
informed the Nickersons that Mr. Rammell would be going forward with the non-judicial 
foreclosure. 
Jason Rammell: The Nickersons requested to speak with Mr. Rammell. Bradon Howell 
stated that he relayed the Nickerson' s information to Mr. Ramm ell, but Mr. Ramm ell said they were 
hired to foreclose and were going forward with the foreclosure. 
Pete Elliot, Genworth Financial (PMI Insurance Provider): The Nickersons spoke with this 
Genworth Financial customer service employee. Aware of entire situation. 
Michael, Genworth Financial (PMI Insurance Provider): The Nickersons spoke with this 
Genworth Financial customer service employee. Aware of entire situation. 
Discovery is ongoing and this answer may be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Identify each and every payment you have made pursuant to 
the terms of the Note and set forth in detail: the date, method and payee for each payment. 
ANSWER: Nickersons are in the process of looking for proof of all of the payments that 
they have made. The payments JP Morgan claims have been made are not inclusive of all of the 
payments made. For example a payment of $4,549.04 was made in July of 2009. Some of the 
payments were made electronically, some were mailed, and some were delivered by hand to 
JPMorgan branches. Some payments were made by cash and others by check. Discovery is ongoing 
and this answer will be supplemented. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Is the Deed of Trust, as defined in the Complaint, ambiguous? 
If so, identify each ambiguous provision and state with particularity why such provision(s) is 
ambiguous. 
ANSWER: Objection. Legal conclusion. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Identify all legal claims, demands, liens, lawsuits or judgments 
against or involving you, including foreclosure or bankruptcy over the last eight (8) years. 
ANSWER: CV-2006-0000332. Clearwater County, State ofldaho. 
INTERROGATOR YNO. 21: Identify every oral or written communication between you and 
any representative, employee or agent of PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage and the date 
of said communication. 
ANSWER: Please see the answer to Interrogatory No. 17. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Have you applied for credit over the last three (3) years, 
including to refinance the Note? If so, please list any and all applications for such credit and the 
results of such applications. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons have not been able to secure any credit during the last three 
years. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 23: Identify each person you intend to call as a witness in the trial 
of this case and provide a detailed description of their anticipated testimony. 
ANSWER: 
INTERROGATOR YNO. 24: Identify every oral or written communication between you and 
any representative, agent, employee, shareholder, director or officer of PHH Mortgage/Coldwell 
Bank Mortgage and the date of said communications. 
ANSWER: Please see the answer to Interrogatory No. 17. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Please state with particularity each and every promise and/or 
representation made by any defendant to you supporting your allegation that the Note was current. 
Specifically identify: 
(a) The details of the alleged promise or representation; 
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(b) The individual and entity making the promise or representation; and 
(c) The date and time, as accurately as possible, that the alleged promise or representation 
was made. 
ANSWER: On January 21, 2010, Kim with Chase, told the Nickersons that their account 
was in good standing with Chase. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 26: DuringthetermoftheNote, was there ever a month in which 
you did not tender a payment to anyone to apply against the Note, including PHH Mortgage and/or 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage? If so, please identify each month and year and reasons for which you 
failed to tender said payment(s). 
ANSWER: There was never a time the Nickersons did NOT tender a payment. The 
only time payment was not made was when a Chase or PHH employee refused the tendered payment. 
The payment issues have already been stated. Since 2010 the Nickersons did not tender a payment 
to PHH because PHH would not accept payments from the Nickersons. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Please set forth in detail the amount of damage you claim for 
each claim for relief outlined in the Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint and the reasons for such 
amount of damage. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons are in the process of putting their damages together. Said 
damages are continuously increasing significantly. This answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 28: Please set forth in detail the business opportunities, including 
the contact information of each business involved, that were lost as a result of your allegation in 
Paragraph 36 of the Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint that your credit rating was destroyed. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons are in the process of putting their damages together. Said 
damages are continuously increasing significantly. This answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 29: Regarding your allegations contained in Paragraph 38 of the 
Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint, please set forth in detail the amount you were able to "pay and 
resolve this" as outlined in said paragraph. 
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ANSWER: The Nickersons were told that in January of 2010 that they were in good 
standing however were not allowed as set forth above to tender any more payments after that time. 
When this offer was made the Nickersons were wanting to pay the monthly payments owing that 
they tried but were not permitted to make in 2010. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 30: Are you an owner, member, manager or shareholder in any 
business enterprise that suffered damages as a result of the allegations contained in the 
Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint? If so, please set forth in detail the business name and your role 
in said business. 
ANSWER: No. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 31: To the extent any of your responses to the Requests for 
Admissions, above, are anything but an unequivocal admission, please explain why such Answer 
was not admitted. 
ANSWER: See Answers to Admissions. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 11: Please produce all documents, 
agreements, marketing materials, correspondence, notes from meetings with any parties named in 
this matter or third parties knowledgeable in this matter that relate to each and every allegation 
contained in the Complaint and Counterclaim or relate to the subject of this litigation. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. Nickersons have most of the documents in storage and 
will supplement this answer when able. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 12: Produce each and every 
document referred to in your Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint, in your answers to any of the 
Interrogatories or Admissions or referred to in denying any of the Requests for Admissions. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 13: Produce legible copies of all 
exhibits you intend to introduce at trial. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 14: Produce all materials which 
form a basis, either in whole or in part, for the opinions of any expert who is expected to be called 
as a witness, including material prepared by any other expert who will not be called to testify. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 15: Produce all documents and 
communications relating in any way to the Note, Deed of Trust and the land and the building( s) that 
are the subject of the Note and Deed of Trust. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 16: Produce a full and complete 
current credit report from a nationally recognized credit reporting agency, such as TransUnion, 
Experian or Equifax. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 17: Produce any and all credit 
reports in your possession from the last eight (8) years. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 18: Produce any and all documents 
or records in your possession relating to any attempt to obtain financing, including a refinance of the 
Note. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 19: Please produce your Federal 
and Idaho State tax returns filed for the last four ( 4) years, including your return for 2011. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 20: Please produce your banking 
records for the previous four ( 4) years. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 21: Please produce any and all 
documents relating to the lost business opportunities outlined in Paragraph 36 and elsewhere in your 
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Counterclaim/Third Party Complaint. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 22: Please produce any and all 
evidence of your payments on the Note. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 23: Please produce any and all 
documents you received from PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 24: Please produce any and all 
doclUilents you received from JPMorgan. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 25: Please produce any and all 
documents you sent to either PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage or JPMorgan. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 26: Please produce any and all 
annual financial records, including a balance sheet, income statement (or similar document) and a 
schedule of assets, for any business enterprise you own or for which you are a shareholder, member 
or manager. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUESTFORPRODUCTIONOFDOCUMENTN0.27:IfyourAnswertolnterrogatory 
No. 30 was yes, please produce any and all documents evidencing such damage. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENT NO. 28: Produce monthly bank 
statements, check registers and copies of all checks drawn on your bank account( s) from December 
2007 to the present. 
RESPONSE: Please see Exhibit A. 
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DATED this _w __ day of June, 2012. 
itch ell, a memb r of the firm 
ey for Defendants Nickerson 
6 STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 




















Donna Nickerson, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
That she is the Plaintiff above named, that she has read the foregoing document, and the 




WORN to before me, this~ day ofMtey, 2012. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the [t-fh day of June, 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail 
Just Law Office D Hand Delivered 
381 Shoup Ave. D Overnight Mail 
PO Box 50271 D Telecopy 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist ~ U.S. Mail Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy 
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C:HASEO 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
1-877-530-8951 Insurance Processing Center 
04/21/2008 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073-3414 
5379 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
. -- -ORGFING,19 83§44-· 
Loan Number. 0920 
Dear: DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Horneowner's Insurance information on your prqperty. Please 
send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 04/19/2008 . 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard insurance 
information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. Please ask your 
agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address shown below or to fax 
the policy information to the Insurance Department at 678-475-8799. To ensure prompt service, please include 
your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. You may also provide this information to us 
by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, referencing PIN (CMM8600). 
hi our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help ta ensure that we receive 
future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating of your insurance 
policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy includes the correct "mortgagee 
clause" which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
P.O.. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this letter. If 
you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this time, we will have 
no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely to be much higher than 
you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please note that if a lapse occurred 
between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the effective date of your new coverage, 
Chase will charge you for the coverage that we purchase for the lapse period. 
EXHIBIT 
A-
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
502
CHASEO 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
P.O. BOX 47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 . 
1-877-530-8951 Insurance Processing Center 
12/22/2008 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POBOX3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073-3414 
663 
SUBJECT: Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544 .. --
Re: Loan Number: 0920 
Dear Custorner(s) 
Thank you for providing evidence of your hazard insurance coverage. We have updated our records to 
show the current information. The temporary coverage that we obtained was canceled without charge 
to your account. 
We appreciate your assistance in providing this information to us. 
If you have any additional questions, please contact our Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530"895 l, 
where a Customer Care Professional is available to assist you Monday through Friday from 
9:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m., Eastern Time. 
Sincerely, 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
IMPORT ANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account are subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this correspondence is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION MS1016 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
September 11, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner·s Insurance information on your property. Please send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 11/06/2007. 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address shown below or to fax the policy Information to the Insurance Department at 1-678-475-8799. To ensure prompt service, please include your loan number on all correspondence malled or faxed to our office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, referencing PIN CMM8600. 
ln our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy includes the correct 0 mortgagee clause" which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this letter. If you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this time, we wilt have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the effective date of your new coverage, Chase will charge you for the coverage that we purchase for the lapse period. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877 -530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P..O. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
September 17, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
SUBJftI:__ Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NE"t=-"F_RD __ · ·- · ·---- - ·- -- ·· --
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner's Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 09/16/2008. 
Under the tenns of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard 
insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. 
Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address 
shown below or to fax the policy information to the Insurance Department at 1-678-475-8799. To ensure 
prompt service, please include your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visitfng our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, 
referencing PIN CMM8600. 
In our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we 
receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating 
of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy includes 
the correct "mortgagee clauseA which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this 
letter. If you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this 
time, we will have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely 
to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please 
note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the 
effective date of your new coverage, Chase will charge you for the coverage that we purchase for 
the lapse period. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
-·-······---------·--··· -~~ --·· 
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
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. CHASE HOME FINANCE LL 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
September 18, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
American Security.. Insurance Company_ . 
PO Box 50355, Atlanta, GA 30302 
HAZARD INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number: 0920 
Dear Borrower: 
Your Mortgage.lender has requested cancellatlon of the hazard insurance that was issued in compliance with your home mortgage agreement. This cancellation is effective at 12:01 a.rn. on 09/16/2007. The reason for this cancellation is: 
You provided evidence of other insurance coverage • 




Insurance Processing Center 
2102H5F·0609 REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
lnsurance Processing Center 
September 19, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 311i5-NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner's Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 09/16/2008. 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard 
insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. 
Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address 
shown below or to fax the policy information to the Insurance Department at 1-678-475-8799. To ensure 
prompt service, please include your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, 
referencing PIN CMM8600. 
In our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we 
receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating 
of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy includes 
the correct »mortgagee clause~ which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this 
letter. If you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this 
time, we will have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely 
to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even ff you obtain your own coverage, please 
note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the 
effective date of your new coverage, Chase will charge you for the coverage that we purchase for 
the lapse period. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
- ·-----~ ----.---· 
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this Letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
October 21, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
NOTICE OF PLACEMENT OF INSURANCE -BINDER ENCLOSED 
PLEASE READ CAREFULLY 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information 
Loan Number: 0920 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
. OROFINO, ID 83544 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
According to the tenns of your mortgage, you are required to maintain continuous hazard insurance 
coverage on your property and ensure that your lender receives evidence of this coverage. 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner's Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of insurance coverage for the period beginning 09/16/2008; to the address above 
or fax proof of coverage with the loan number to 1-678-475--8799. You may also provide this information to us by v1siting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, referencing PIN CMM8600. This is the only 
way we wtll know that yqu have insurance. 
If you do not have hazard insurance coverage or we are unable to confirm that your property is adequately insured with;n the next 30 days, we will have no choke but to purchase a limited hazard insurance policy for yo1,1 ~t a cost that is likely to be much higf:ler than you would pay on your own. This pol\cy will remain irf effect until you are able to provide iJs W;Jth evidence,of coverage. In the interim, we have enclosed an insurance binder that we obtained in order to provide limited protection against loss until the earlier of (a) the date we receive proof of insurance coverage or (b) th.~ q~t~ we purc:has~ a. policy f9r yq.~. Ey~n jfyp1,1 ot,µin your own cover.age, pl~ase be ~ware that if there fa a gap between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the effective date of your new coverage, you will be charged for the coverage that we purchase for the lapse period. 
The terms of your mortgage or deed of trust requires you to maintain hazard insurance coverage on your property and permits us to purchase it at your expense if you fail to do so. If we purchase this 
insurance, your escrow account will be charged for the premiums due. If you do not have an escrow 
account, we will establish one. In either case, your monthly mortgage payments will increase. 
If you do not have current insurance, please consider the following: 
• If we obtain hazard insurance for you, the cost is likely to be mu~h higher than insurance you 
can obtain on your own. This is because the hazard insurance ·we purchase is issued 
automatically without evaluating the risk of insuring your property. The premium for this 
insurance coverage will be $2,870.00. You can determine the difference in the cost by comparing 
this amount to the cost an insurance agent or an insurance company will charge for an insurance policy. · 
,mu,ncnn REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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company who presently owns your mortgage loan. If you incur property damage or loss, you may 
not have adequate coverage for any damages that you suffer because the person or company that 
owns your loan Will be paid first. The enclosed insurance binder lists the amount of coverage that 
will be purchased for you if do not provide us with proof of insurance. 
• The hazard insurance we obtain will cover only the structure of your home (i.e., the walls, 
floors, roof and anything permanently attached). 
It will not.cover your furniture or any of your other personal belongings. 
• It will not cover the cost of temporarily living outside of your home because it was damaged 
and is being repaired. 
• It will not cover any Uability to you personally for someone who is injured while on your 
property. 
• The hazard insurance we obtain will not cover any amount you feel your home is worth in excess of the last amount of dwelting coverage that you obtained and we entered on our records. If we 
do not know the last amount of insurance coverage you obtained, we will purchase coverage in the amount of the unpaid principal balance of your loan on the date we request the insurance -coverage to begin·; - ··· · · · - ·· - · · ··· · ·· · · ·· ·· · · - · - · 
If Chase purchases insurance for you, an affiliate-of Chase may benefit. This benefit may occur 
because the insurance company will transfer some or all of the risk under the policy to a Chase affiliate 
in return for a portion of the insurance premium. This is called reinsurance and may result in a financial 
~ain to the Chase affiliate. 
We strongly recommend that you obtain your own insurance coverage. This will allow you to choose a 
policy that meets your needs from a company that you select. Your choice of an insurance company or 
agent will not affect our credit decisions in any way. If you purchase your own insurance, please send 
evidence of coverage immediately to the address below or you may fax a copy of your policy to 
1-678-475-8799. Your policy must show the standard mortgagee clause listed below and your loan 
number. The standard mortgagee clause should read exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Even if you cannot obtain insurance before we are required to obtain it for you, you should keep 
trying to do so. Once you do, we will cancel the limited insurance we obtained and replace it with yours. We will charge you for the coverage we obtained only for the time the coverage was in effect. If you are·due a refund, -your escrow account will be credited. 
If you or your insurance agent have any questions about·your obligation to provide evidence of insurance 




Insurance Processing Center 
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AGENCY 











ADDITIONAL INSURED-NAME AND ADDRESS: 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND. WA 98073 
NAMED INSURED MORTGAGEE-NAME AND ADDRESS: 
Binder period : 
EFFECTIVE TIME: ·o-·NooN 
... 
lxJ12:01 AM 
Mo.I Dav I Yr. . Coverage Amount 
INCEPTION 09/16/2008 $299,000 
Annual Premium 
EXPIRATION 11/15/2008 $2,870.00 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE. GA 30362 
1-877-530-8951 
Described Location (if different from matlina address above): _. ______ 
------ . -· ..... ·--- ·-- -·-· -
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO. IO 83544 
Please note that this binder is for a 60 day period. It can not be renewed. 
The premium shown above is for a full one year policy. The lender will place a policy for you if you 
do not give them proof of insurance on your house. You will be charged for each day that you do not 
have your own insurance policy. 
This binder covers your house for risk of direct loss subject to the terms of the policy. This coverage is 
limited to the house only. Your personal property and liability are not covered. For example, if your 
house was burglarized, it would not cover the stolen property. 









\...,flA;:'.)t llVlV.U:. .[" .l.l'l.fl.J., ~.D LL\.., 
INSURANCE CENTER 
P.O. BOX47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
Re: ALR2I022965657 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
November 27, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
NOTICE OF PLACEMENT OF INSURANCE 
PLEASE READ CAREFULLY 
SUBJECT: Loan Number: 0920 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Dear Customer(s): 
Enclosed is a policy that renews your lender-placed insurance policy. We originally placed this policy on 
your house because acceptable proof of coverage was not provided to us. The annual renewal premium is 
shown below and on the endosed policy. This premium will be charged to your esc!()~~ccount 
Your mortgage or deed of trust permits us to obtain this insurance at your expense. The terms and 
conditions of your mortgage require you to maintain hazard insurance coverage on your property that is 
acceptable to the lender. We obtained this insurance for you, which will remain in place until you provide 
us with a copy of acceptable hazard insurance coverage for your property. For the reasons discussed in 
this letter, we urge you to obtain your own insurance. This will allow you to choose a policy that 
meets your needs from a company that you select. You are likely to save a substantial amount if you 
do so. Your choice of an insurance company or agent will not affect our credit decisions in any way. 
The insurance company must; however, have a minimum rating from A.M. Best Company of "A" or better. 
As a reminder to you: 
• 
• 
The cost of the insurance we obtained for you is likely to be much higher than insurance you purchase 
on your own. A major reason for the higher cost is that the insurance we obtained is issued 
automatically, without evaluating the risk characteristic of the property. The premium for the 
insurance coverage is $2,870.00. You should compare this cost to what an insurance company would 
charge you for your own insurance policy. 
The insurance coverage we obtained is primarily for the benefit of the person or company who 
presently owns your mortgage loan. If you incur property damage or loss, you may not have adequate 
coverage for any damages that you suffer. 
• The coverage we obtained covers only the structure of your home (i.e., the walls, floor, roof and 
anything permanently attached). 
• It will not cover your furniture or any of your other personal belongings. 
• It will not cover the cost of temporarily living outside your home because it was damaged and is being 
repaired. 
• rt will !JQt cover any liability to you personally for someone who is injured while on your property. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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The coverage we obtained will not cover any amounts you feel your home is worth in excess of the last 
amount of insurance coverage that you obtained and we received. If we did not know the last amount of 
insurance coverage you obtafned, we obtained coverage in the amount of the unpaid principal balance of 
your loan on the date we requested the insurance coverage to be issued. 
When Chase purchases insurance for you, an affiliate of Chase may receive an economic benefit. This 
may occur because the insurance company will transfer some or all of the risk under the policy to a Chase 
affiliate in return for a portion of the insurance premium. This is called reinsurance and may result in a 
financial gain to the Chase affiliate. The reinsurance arrangement will not affect your insurance 
premium. 
Even though a renewal policy has been issued, you may still obtain your own insurance coverage. We 
strongly recommend that you do so. Jf you obtain your own insurance, you must send proof immediately 
to the address below or you may fax a copy of your policy to 1-678-475-8799. Your proof must include 
evidence that the "standard mortgagee clause" is included in your insurance policy. A correct mortgagee 
clause, including your loan number, will ensure that insurance notices are received in a timely manner 
and will enable the prompt payment of insurance premiums on your behalf. The "standard mortgagee 
clause" should read exactly as follows: 
.CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Once you obtain your own insurance, we will cancel the insurance we obtained and replace 1t with yours. 
We will charge you for the coverage we obtained only for the time the coverage was in effect {i.e., prior 
to the effective date of the coverage you obtain). If you are due a refun_d, your escrow account will be 
credited. 
If you or your insurance agent have any questions about your obligations to provide evidence of insurance 
or any information in this letter, please call the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951. A Chase 
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~.t'U UWN~.K UCLU.l:'1.l:ll · 
AGEcNCY \MERICAN SECURITY INSURANCE t ,4PANY 
Maior I Sub I Minor I State 
08686 I 0011 I 0000 I ID 
PO BOX 50355, ATLANTA, GA, 30302 POLICY NUMBER: 
770-763·1 ooo ALR21022965657 
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY 
ADDmONAL INSURED ENDORSEMENT 
ADDl110NAL INSURED-Name and Address (Street Ne>., City, State,. Zip) 
DONNA NICKERSON 
NAMED INSURED/MORTGAGEE-Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
CHARLES R NICKERSON ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 POBOX3414 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 REDMOND, WA 98073 
LOAN NUMBER: 1916210920 
Coverage is provided where a premium or limit of riabirlty is shown for the coverage, subject to aD conditions of this policy. 
POLICY PERIOD ONE YEAR COVERAGES UMITSOFUABILITY . PREMIUM 
EFFECTIVE DA TE: 09/16/2009 EXPIRATION DATE: 09/16/2010 DWELLING $299,000 $2,870.00 
EFFECTIVE TIME: NOON D 12:01 A..M. [xi 
DESCRIBED LOCA 110111 (If different from mamng address above) 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
SECURITY INTEREST: 
ANNUAL PREMIUM AMOUNT $2,870.00 
~---·· - ANNUAL TOTAL CHARGED···---···-· $2,870.00-· -· ., 
Forms and endorsements which are made a part of this poficy at time of issue 
MSP-RES(S-91),MSP-RES(8-88),MSP-RES-END-ID-1007,CP13000A-R(3--09) 
Subject to the terms and provisions of the Mortgage Service Program, Residential Property Mortgagee's 
Policy, including but not limited to the Residential Property coverage form attached hereto, it· is agreed that 
the insurance applies to the property described above and to any person shown as an Additional Insured 
with respect to such property, subject to the following additional provisions: · 
a. The above Named Insured Mortgagee is authorized to act for such Additional Insureds in all matters 
pertaining to this insurance including receipt of Notice of Cancellation., and return premium, if any. 
b. The above Named Insured Mortgagee is authorized to advance all funds to be recovered from 
the Additional Insured for the insurance afforded. 
c. . Loss, if any, shall be adjusted with and payable to the aboye Named Insured Mortgagee, and the 
.Additional Insureds as their interests may appear, either by a single :inStrument so worded or by 
separate instruments payable respectively to the Named Insured Mortgagee and the Additional 
Insured, at our option. 
With respect to all perils except Theft or Vandalism and Malicious Mischief, the sum of $500 shall be 
deducted from the amount which would otherwise be recoverable for each loss separately occurring. With 
respect to Theft or Vandalism and Malicious Mischief a $500 per loss deductible applies. Wltb. respect to 
vacant property a $1,000 per loss deductible applies for Theft or VandaUsm and Malicious Mischief. 








Authorized Representative GE1031 
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NAMED INSURED MORTGAGEE - Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
ADDITIONAL INSURED / MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
PROPERTY ADDRESS 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0920 
POLICY NUMBER: ALR21022965657 
DATE 'SSUE: February 10, 2010 
AMERICAN SECURITY INSURANCE COMPANY 
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER~PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF NONRENEWAL 
• - . •• ••'--~·-Ho -· .,, .. ~ 
We hereby notify you in accordance with the terms and conditions of the policy, and in accordance with law, that 
the above-mentioned policy will expire effective 09/16/2009, at 12:01 am. (Standard Time) at the location of the 
property involved, and will NOT be renewed. 
Reason for nonrenewal: 
Request by the Named Insured Mortgagee. 
IMPORTANT NOTICE 
This insurance policy was purchased on your behalf because you did not maintain insurance coverage on your 
property as required by the terms of your loan. This policy will not be renewed for the reason indicated. If you 
purchase other insurance coverage on your property prior to the nonrenewal date, please mail a copy of the 
policy to the above-named mortgagee. Your lender-placed policy will be cancelled pro rata and your account will 
be credited with any return premium. 
Sincerely, 
·-- ·- ·- ···---
Insurance Department 
AS0500-0509 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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NAMED INSURED MC 1AGEE - Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
POBOX47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
Date of I· 2: February 11 , 201 O 
ADDITIONAL INSURED/ MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POB0X3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
AMERICAN-SE0URITY INSURANGE-GOMPANY --------
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number. 0920 
Policy Number: ALR21022965657 
Dear Customer: 
The Named Insured Mortgag~e/Lender has requested cancellation of the lender-placed insurance 
that was issued in compliance with your mortgage/lien agreement. This cancellation is effective at 
12:01 a.m. on 02/05/2010. The reason for this cancellation is: 
Named lnsured's Request. Your loan has been transferred to another company and the 
mortgagee/lender no longer has an insurable interest in the property. 
If you have any questions, please feel free to call your mortgage lender at 1-877-530-8951. 
Sincerely, 
Insurance Department 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION AS1151-0509 
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· NAMED INSURED MO ;AGEE - Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCt: LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Date of 
ADDITIONAL INSURED / MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POB0X3414 
REDMOND. WA 98073 
a: February 24, 201 O 
- _AMERLCAN.SE.CURJTVJNSUH.ANCE_.COMPl\N'{ _____ _ 
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number. 0920 
Policy Number: ALR21022965657 
. Dear Customer. 
The Named Insured Mortgagee/Lender has requested cancellation of the lender-placed insurance 
that was issued in compliance with your mortgage/lien agreement. This cancellation is effective at 
12:01 a.m. on 09/16/2009. The reason for this cancellation is: 
·~- -·------·-· -·-· ·~-. ~------
Named lnsured's Request. 
If you have any questions, please feel free to call your mortgage lender at 1-877-530-8951. 
Sincerely, 
Insurance Department 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION AS1161-0509 
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Annual Escrow Account Disclosure Statement 
Customer Care 
Customer Care Phone: 1-800-848-9136 
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DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO 80X3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 
YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY 
Principal Balance: 
Escrow Balance: 
Next Payment Due: 
$261,562._ 14 
$3,613.77- Property Address: 
12/01/08 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino, !D 
Prior Payment Breakdown 




$2,328.99 Total Payment 
New-Payment Breakdown Effective 09/01/09 
Principal and Interest $1,760.36 
Escrow $460.37 
Total Payment $2,220.73 
Keep this statement tor your records, This history compares the escrow activity that was projected for the past period with your 
actual escrow activity. Because troces and insurance premiums were projections, the actual amounts paid may be different. 
Comparing Projections to the Actual Payments 
Prior Year Projection Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Description Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow account escrow account Balance 
Beginning Balance $0.00 $0.00 $1,147.30 $0.00 $0.00 S17.13 
Payment 09/08 $474.45 $0.00 $1,621.75 $0.00* $0.00 S17.13 
Pmi 09/08 $0.00 $187.63 $1.434.12 $0.00* $0.00* S17.13 
Pmi 09/08 $0.00 $0.00 $1,434.12 $0.00 $187.63* $170.50-
Pa:tment 10/08 $474.45 $0.00 $1,908.57 $0.00* $0.00 $170.50-
Pmi 10/08 so.co $187.63 $1720.94 $0.00* $0.00* $170.50-
Pmi 10/08 $0.0D $0.00 $1,720.94 $0.00 $187.63* $358.13-
Pa-,:ment 11/08 $474.45 1$0.00 $2,195.39 $1,137.26" $0.00 $779.13 
Pmi 11/08 $0.00 $187.63 $2007.76 $0.00" $0.00* $779.13 
Pmi 11/08 $0.00 . $0.00 $2,007.76 $0.00 $187.63* $591.50 
F.'aY!!)ent 12/08 $474.45 $0.00 $2,482-21 $0.00* $0.00 ~91.50 
Pmi 12/08 $0.00 $187.63 · $2,294.58 $0.00* $0.00" $591.50 
Coun~Tax 12/08 $0.00 $1,720.93 $573.65 $0.00 $1636.43* $1 044.93-
Pm! 12/08 $0.00 $0.00 $573.65 $0.00 $187.63* $1,232.56-
·Pal(!!!ent 01/09 $474.45 $0.00 "' $1,048.10 $0.00* $0.00 $1232.56-
Prni 01/09 $0,00 -$187.63--- $860.47 .$0.0CI"' $0.0D* $1,232.56-
Pmi Di/09 $0.00 $0.00 $860.47 $0.00 $187.63* $1',420:1s-
Patment 02/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,334.92 $568.63* $0.00 $85'1.56-
Pmi 02/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1.147.29 $0.00* $0.00* $851.56-
Prrii 02/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1.147.29 $0.00 $187.63* $1,039.19-
Pal:':ment 03/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,621.74 $0.00* $0.00 $1,039.19-
Pmi 03/09 SO.OD $187.63 $1434.11 $0.00* $0.00* $1039.19-
Pmi 03/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1,434.11 $0.00 $187.63* $1226.82-
Pay:ment 04/09 $474.45 $0.00- $1,908.56 $0.00* $0.00 $1226.82-
Pmi 64/09 $0.00 $187.63 i1,720.93 $0.00* $0.00" $1,226.82-
Pmi 04/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1720.93 $0.00 $187.63* $1414.45-
Pax:ment 0&/09 $474.45 $0.00 $2,195.38 $0.00* $0.00 $1.414.45-
Pmi 05/09 $0.00 $187.63 $2,007.75 $0.00* $0.00* $1 414.45-
Pmi 05/09 $0.00 $0.00 $2007.75 $0.00 $187.63* $1602.08-
Coun!y:Tax 05/09 so.oo $0.00 $2,007.75 $0.00 $1,636.43* $3,238.51-
Pa:tment 06109 $474-45 SO.DO $2,Ml2.20 $0.00* $0.00 $3 238.51-
Pmi 06/09 $0.00 $187.63 $2,294.57 $0.00" $0.00'" $3,238.51-
Coun!t-Tax 06/09 $0.00 $1,720.93 $573.64 $0.00 $0.00" $3,238.51-
Pml 06/09 $0.00 $0.00 $573.64 $0.00 $187.63* $3,426.14-
Pa)!!Qent 07/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,00.09 $4,549.04* $0.00 21,122.90 
Pml 07/09 $0.00 $187.63 $860.46 $0.00* $187.63 $935.27 
Payment 08/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,334.91 $568.63" $0.00 $1503.90 
~ Either the date or the amount differs from the previous projection. Your previous Escrow Account Disc::fosure Statement projected payments to 
your esc::row account would be $474.45 monthly, totaling $5,693.40. Under 
federal law, your lowest monthly balance should not go below $948.90. 
Esorow Surplus Information 
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Prior Year Projection ,- Actual Activity 







Balance escrow account escrow account Balance 
Pml 
Total 
08/09 $0_0Q $187.63 $1.147_28 $0.oo~ so.co· s1 503_90 
$5,693.40 $5,693.42 SS,823.96 $5,336-79 
·iunoooE M01ose JnoA UJ peu,eieJ eq ll!M gs·ziv$ JO sn1d.ms MOJose a4i 'enp lSed S! iunoooe 
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522
· GE/\{EAAL ESCROW INFORMATION 
Instead of making multiple payments fo; .. ~urance and taxes during the year, escrow enabl8<, 1ou to put money aside monthly and let Chase handle the payments. 
Description Due Data New Year Monthly Description Due Date New Year Monthly Projections Required Escrow Projeclions Required Escrow Mortgage Ins 09/09 $2,251.56 $187 .63 . "'c-ou-n-e-ty~T=-~-----,1-=-21=o=s----=$3=-,=27=2.:-:s=s,------=$2=72::-,. 7=3,..----'-'---------------"------------ Totals $5,524.42 $460.37 
REQUIRED RESERVE 
Section 10 of the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) authorizes lenders to 
collect and main lain up to one-sixth of your total disbursements in your escrow account at aJI times. The required reserve is used to cover increased tax and insurance disbursements. We do not cushion for mortgage insurance or optional products. 
PROJECTIONS FOR COMING YEAR 
Total Monthly Required Escrow 
Total Required Reserve 
$460.37 
$545.48 
This is an estimate of activity proJected for your escrow account during the coming year. The Target Balance is the beginning balance necessary to bring your escrow account at its lowest point during the next 12 months to zero plus the allowed required reserve. 
**Indicates the Lowest Projected Balance in your acco[!nt during the next i2 months. Some escrow accounts may be billed for periods longer than one year. The account balance may not reach its Lowest Projected Balance this year because one of the escrow items may be on a three-year cycle. 
Projected Projected Month-end Projected Projected Month-end Payments Payments escrow Payments Payments \ escrow "'D,...e_so_,r,...ip_t.,..io_n ___ M_o_n_th-'--........:t_o..;:es~crc.:,oc::vy'-'-fr:.c;o.;..;m.:...:;,es"=c:.:,ro.::,.w::.:__.,,..,...:::b.:.:al:..::a::,;nc;..c;.e Description Month to escrow from escrow balance T""a_r""'ge_t_B
7
al_an_c_e_--=-==----=-!$0~.o-=o __ --::$0~.o.,,.o __ $'=-1:!,,0:,.;9""'0"".9.,:.5- ""P,...a-yrn_e..,_n_t ____ 03/-,--10,-----,$460,,..,...-.-37,,,.----::-$0r-.-oo,---'""$"'"1,_,.55"""1,.....33_ Payment 09/09 $460.37 $0.00 $1,551.32 Pmi 03/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,363.70 Pmi 09/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,363.69 Payment 04110 $460.37 $0.00 $1,824.07 Payment 10/09 $460.37 $0.00 $1,824.05 Pmi 04/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,636.44 Pmi 10/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,636.43 Payment 05(10 $460.37 $0.00 $2;096.81 Payment 11/09 $460.37 $0.00 $2,096.80 Prni 05110 $0.00 $187.63 $1,909.18 Pmi 11/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,909_17 Payment 06/10 $460.37 $0.00 $2,369.55 Payment 12'09 $460.37 $0.00 $2,369.54 Pmi 06/10 $0.00 $187.53 $2,181.92 Pmi 12/09 $0.00 $187.63 $2,181.91 County Tax 06/10 $0.00 $1,636.43 · $545.49 CountyTax 12/Q9 $0.00 $1,636.43 $545.48*' Payment 07/10 $460.37 $0.DD $1,005.86 Payment 01/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,005.85 Pml 07/10 $0.00 $187.63 $818.23 Pmi 01/10 $0.00 $187.63 $818.22 Payment 08/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,278.60 Payment 02/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,278.59 Pmi 08/10 . $0.00 $187.63 $1,090.97 Pmi 02/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,090.95 
Total $5,524.44 $5,524.42 
COMPUTATION OF YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT 
Escrow Surplus: Your Anticipated Escrow Balance is$1,503.90. Your Target Balance according to this analysis is $1,090.95. The Anticipated Escrow Balance is greater than the Target Balance. For that reason your account has a surplus in the amount of $412-95. 
. 
Anticipated Escrow Balance 





Anticipated Escrow Balance-is calculated by taking youractual escrow balance of $3,613.77- as of July 28, 2009. The balance is then calculated by adding all payments and subtracting all disbursements scheduled for your escrow account until the effective date of the new payment, September 1, 2009. 
This statement is not a request for payment. It is for informatlon_al purposes only. Your new monthly mortgage payment for the coming year will be $2,220-73 of which $1,760.36 will be for principal and interest and $460.37 will go into your escrow account. The terms of your loan may result in changes to the monthly principal and interest payments during the year. 
· 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
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OATS Septamber 1, 2010 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET a166 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATEZ:IP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 667 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
. AGTIYJIY FOR PERIOD 01/0112010 • 09/01/2010 / ..,.,._ ___ _.. ........... 11- .. -.•,.,.,.., • .,,*"'••""'*"'°'"'""'ilo._...., ..... -:or•llt9•-.•1111fl ... •-••1'1,i,if~"'"""""· .. •••-IWI-AHYW't'lll•-•"'•••---•,..-••.,.•,,..*1'111\~flHl•,l••••..--••••• .. "~11t-11 .......... ~"·"' .. l'IAl1':•H"""'....,••,:•fl•1:•H11ir,••1f1ft:ltAA'llll'lltll•*'i~t11•••i'l• ... ••-1l:1;'111"fr:fllAll'11'll1lfllU•i~t.t,1,l"1\-ili•11,1-••••••ti111!11li-<l'·U1,IHo1111111H•:,,111,ri-11'Alh\-•_.._, Tram1.1ctlon . Fees l=$es Suspense Principal lnteni&t E$orow Advanqe Total Prlnqlp11l E$orow Advance Su,spunise · --- ... ,mber Tran!laction Date Codo Dua Dale Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Arnourl't 'Amount Balanoa Balarice 811lanoe Balance 45::.c;;s7er----'--:0""1';;ro:.11n1;;-o -'-'---.....;...;..;:.;;. __ .;;..;:.::,..:.;..;;;.:.:;...--'-.:;;.;;,==--~=---.:..::.:=~-~=!!....-.:..!::.:.::.:::.:!.._:..===--:...::.:.:.::..:::.[.!-..:;:::.=~-=:::.::;o;::,oc::o,.......-==::;:.,,.-c--~~~~~~~-• 0.00 o.oo o.oo 4567 02111110 142 o.oo o.oo o.oo Hltfllll!#t/lffl o.oo o.oo o.po tf:l##ffl~Wf/:fl. 2s1_,170.s2 o.oo o.oo o.oo 4567 09/04/10 170 01/01/09 o.oo 0,00 0,00 0.00 0.00 1,764.00 0.00 1,754.00 261,170.62 1,754.00 0.00 o.oo 4.567 0;1104110 132 1~.2s o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.po 13.~5 ·26-I, 110.02 1,7S4.oo o.oo o.oo 4667 os,1a110 s10 02101110 o.oo o.oo o,oo o.oo o.oo -375.2a o.po · o.ao 2s1.170,1;12 1,378.74 o.ao o.oo 1ss1 03/24/10 s:i.1 o.oo o.oo o.oo ci.oo o.oo o,oo 100100 o.oa 2a1,110.G2 1,:m1.74 1ao.oo o.oo 4567 04101110 1s1 01101/09 o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo 1,21s.1s opo o.oo 261, 110.s2 a,59~.9l 100.00 o.oo 4567 04/01/10 305 o.oo o.oa o.oo o.oo o.oo -8,683.93 o,'Oo o.oo 2s1.110.a2 o.oo 100.00 o.oo 4567 04/02/10 632 0.00 O.OD . 0.00 0.00 0,00 o.a(l 10;00 0,00 281,170.62 o.oo 110.00 0.00 4667 04/13(10 173 01/01/09 0.00 . 0.00 8,693.93 O.DO 0.00 0,00 0,00 8,593.93 261,170,62 0,00 170.00 8,593.93 4567 04/13/10 173 01101/oa o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo 1,116.00 o;oo 1,11s.oo 261,110.sa 1,116,00 110.00 a,503,93 4567 04/13/10 166 01101/os o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo -1.11s.oo o1oo o.oo 2a1.110.a2 o.oo 110.00 a,se~.93 1567 04(16/10 147 01101/09 0.00 0,00 ·.S,523.93 o.oo 0.00 0.00 o,oo o.oo 261,170.62 0.00 170,00 70,00 4567 w11e110 110 01101109 o.oo o.oo -10.00 o.oo o.oo 10.00 ojoo o.ao 291, 110.e:2 10.00 110.00 o.oo d~'l7 041rn110 168 01101/oe o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo -10.00 . o.oo o.oo 2s1, 110.62 o.oo 110.00 o.oo 
4567 04/27/10 132 13.25 o.oo 0.00 o.oo 0,00 \1,0\1 1/(Ul/ N,:.:;i "o·,;, ,u.r;,;:. v.uu I~ U,\olU' v.v\l 
4567 05/05/10 161 01101/09 0.00 a.OD 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,61:l.OO r 0.00 
· 261,170.62 2,613.00 170.00 o.oo 
4567 05/05/fO 351 02/01/10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -2,613.00 o.oo 261,170.8.2 o.oo 170.00 0.00 
4587 06/07ft0 173 01/01/0G 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo o.oo 6,667.07 00 (i,667.07 261,170.82 6,867.07 170.00 o.oo 
4567 05/07/10 166 01/01/08 0.00 · 0,00 a.oo o.oo 0.00 --e,867.07 00 o.oo 261,170.62 o.oo 170.00 0.00 
Aij(;7 05117/10 161 01/01/09 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 187,63 00 0,00 261.170.62 1117.63 170.00 0.00 
567 05/17/10 ~10 04/01110 0,00 0,00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -187.i;i:3 00 o.oo 261,170.6:2 o.oo 170.00 0.00 
1 4567 05/17/10 152 llS,00 o.oo o.oo o.oo 0.00 0,00 0(00 08.00 261,170,62 o.oo 170.DO 0.00 
1 4567 05/21110 161 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 1,670.64 aoo o.ao 261,170.62 1,670.64 170,00 0.00 
• 4567 05/21/10 .312 OO/D1/10 o.oo 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 •f,670,64 ,oo o.oo 261,170.62 o.oo 170,00 0.00 
4667 Oo/07/10 632 0.00 0,00 o.oo 0.00 0,00 0,00 sq.oo. o.oo 261,170,82 o.oo 220.oa 0,00 
S4S67 06/07/10 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 00 5t'00 0 
---i, .............. 0.00 0,00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 o.oo 250'.00 0.00 261,170,62 o.oa 520.00 o.oo 
687 06/07/10 632 0.00 o.oo o.oo 0.00 0.00 0,00 15~.oo 0.00 261,170.6:Z o.oo 670,00 0.00 
4587 06/16/10 161 01/01/08 o.ao o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo 24.87 ,00 • 0.00 261,170,62 24,67 670.00 o.oo 
4667 06118/10 312 06/01/10 0.00 0,00 0.00 O.OCI 0.00 -24.67 .oo o.ao 261,170.62 o.oo 670.0D o.oo 
4567 0S/22{'f0 161 01/01/09 · 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 167.63 ~.oo· 0.00 261,170.62 167,63 670.00 0.0~ 
4567 06122/10 310 05/01/10 0,00 0.00 0,00 o.oo 0.00 -187,63 .. 00 0,00 281,170.62 0,00 670.00 o.oc 
4567 07/22/10 161 01/01/ClB 0.00 o.oo o.oo 0.00 o.oo 187,63 9.00 0.00 281, 170.6.2 187.93 670,00 o.oo 
1587 07/22110 310 Oll/01/10 o.oo 0,00 0.00 o,oo 0.[)0 -1B7,6S q.oo o.oo 261,170.62 . o.oo 070,00 o.oc 
t567 07/:30/10 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0,00 o.oo o.oo too 1126 261,170.62 o.oo 870,00 o.oc 
4567 08(19/10 161 01101/09 0.00 0.00 o.oa 0.00 o:oo Hl7.11S .00 o.oo 261,170.62 187,63 670.0D o.aa 
4567 OBJ19!10 310 01101110 · 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 o.oo ·167,63 0.00 o.oo 261.170.62 o.oo 670.00 0,00 
4667 08/24/10 132 11.25 o.oo 0,00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 . q.oo 11.25 261,170.62 0,00 670,00 o.oo 
(.~·· .-4567 09101/10 261, 170.ll2 o.oo e10.oa 0.00 .............. _..,.,. ....... ".""'"'""fl1'1ll*""'A•11111fllt1'11tfr111.ililHll-ill"ll1'"••• ................ 111-irn'illh••11•••1A"'"""··-fl ............. ...,.. ........ !fll .. flA'lllllll~ ... U'll'l"l!:lfllUl'l•HJ•11--i11t1t•~•-no--•«-•ot-'"itt1-l!.lla•UUII .. U•<11•··· ........ ·~1-· ..... ·~···"·"··Uf'Hli•....,.•" ......... ll'fl'"NMl'lll':fl•ltfl1'f110•ti••l'll'tf'l:fllll-••ui1:*1'""" •• ,.. ... .,,,Jtllf11~11•t11'11r,r1',n 
REQACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
.... ··-··-----------·--··-····-.··---------------. ·····-··--··--------,-., ·-- .... ________ ,_., •.... --------· ..... . 
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C-HASEO 
Final Escrow Account Disclosure Statement 
Customer Care 
Customer Care Phone: 1-800-848-9136 
Hearing Impaired (TDD): 1-800-582-0542 
www.chase.com/homefinance!customerservice 
II, 111 !1, f ,ll m I, ul 11l1111 ll11lul 1111l 1l11l 11,lf ,J II f 1I I,, f 
12341 ESA Z: 04110 C -
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 






0920 February 6, 2010 
$0.00 
$0.00 Property Address: 
3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino. ID 
Prior Payment Breakdown 




$2,328.99 Total Payment 
We are providing this FINAL ESCROW ANALYSIS DISCLOSURE STATEMENT because of one of the following transactions: payoff 
of your loan, transfer of your loan, transfer of your loan to another mortgage ~rovider, or waiver of your Escrow Account. 
YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY 
Keep this statement for your records. This history compares the escrow activity that was projected for the past period with your 
actual escrow activity. Because taxes and insurance premiums were projections·, the actual amounts paid may be different. 
Comparing Projections to the Actual Payments 
Prior Year Proje_ction Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Description Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow <:tccount escrow account Balance 
Beginning Balance $0.00 $0.00 $1,090.95 . $0.00 $0.00 $3,801.40· 
Payment 09/09 $460.37 $0.00 $1,551.32 $0.00'" $0.00 $3,801.40-
Pmi 09/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1363.69 $0.00* $187.63 $3,989.03-
Pa:i1ment 10/09 $460.37 ;J!0.00 $1,824.06 $0.00" $0.00 $3,989.03-Pmi 10/09 $0.00 $1.87.63 $1.636.43 $0.00* $187.63 $4,176.66-
PaY!!!ent 11/09 $460.37 , $0.00 $2,096.80 $568.63* $0.00 $3 608.03-
Pmi 11/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1 909.17 $0.00* $187.63 $3,795.66-Homeowner In 11/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1,909.17 $0.00 $2,870.00* ·$6665:66· 
Pa1ment 12109 $460.37 $0.00 $2.369.54 $568.63* $0.00 $6,097.03-
Pmi. 12109 $0.00 $187.63 $2,181.91 $0.00* $187.63 $6,284.66-
Coun~Tax 12109 $0.00 $1,636.43 ~545.48 $0.00 $1,670.64* $7.955.30· 
Pa~ment 01/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1.005 . .85 $1.137.26* $0.00 $6,818.04-Pmr-- Oi/-ro-- --~ ··-$t8i·:63 . . $81B.22 •. --'$0:1'.lO·...-· - "$187.63' -· $7:oosm~ 
Payment 02/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,278.59 $0.00* $0.00 $7005.67-
Pmi 02/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,090.96 $0.00* $0.oo• $7,005.67-
Transfer Bal 02/10 $0.00 $0:00 $1,090.96 $0.00 $7.005.67..t $Cl.OO 
Pay:ment 03/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,551.33 $0.00* $0.00 $0.oo 
Pmi 03/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,363.70 $0.00* $0.00" $0.00 
Pay:ment 04/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,824.07 ~o.oo• $0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 04/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1.636.44 $0.00* $0.oo• $0.00 
Payment 05/10 $460.37 $(J.OO $2,096.81 $0.00 .. $0.00 $0.oo 
Pr:ni 05/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,909.18 $0.00· $1).0Q· so.oo 
Payment 06/10 $460.37 $0.00 $2,369.55 $0.oo• ;,- $0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 06/10 $0.00 $187.63 $2,181.92 $0.00* $0.00* $0.00 
Coun!}'.Tax 06/10 $0.00 $1,636.43 $545.49 $0.00 $0.oo• $0.00 
Payment 07/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,005.86 $0.oo· $0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 07/10 $0.00· $187.63 $818.23 $0.W $0.00* $0.00 
Pay:ment 08/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,278.60 $0.00' $0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 08/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,090.97 ~-0.00" $0.oo~ $0.00 
Total $5,524.44 $5,524.42 $2,274.52 $1,526.88-
• Either the date or the amount differs from the previous projection. 
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COMES NOW the above-named third party defendant, JPMorgan Chase Bank, 
N.A. (' 'JPMorgan") by and through undersigned counsel, and pursuant to Rule 56 of the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure, moves this Court for an order granting summary judgment in its favor 
against third party plaintiffs Charles and Donna Nickerson ("Nickersons") on all claims asserted 
in Nickerson's Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury 
Trial. 
This motion is based on the pleadings on file herein, and the Memorandum in 
Support of JPMorgan' s Motion for Summary Judgment, ~d the Affidavit of Jon A. Stenquist, 
filed contemporaneously herewith. 
DATED this 15th day of October, 2012. 
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that defendant, JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
("Chase"), by and through undersigned counsel of record, Jon A. Stenquist of the firm Moffatt, 
Thomas, Ba1Tett, Rock & Fields, Chartered, will call up for hearing its Motion for Summary 
Judgment before the Honorable Michael J. Griffin at the Clearwater County Courthouse on 
Tuesday, November 27, 2012 at 1 :45 p.m. {PST), or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard. 
DATED this 15th day of October, 2012. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
MOFFA TI, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
By;on A~ Of the Finn 
Attorneys for JPMorgan Chase Bank, 
N.A. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("Chase") requests that the Court dismiss the claims 
brought against it by the Defendants/Counterclaimants/Third Party Plaintiffs Charles and Donna 
Nickerson (the "Nickersons") in their Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint 
and Demand for Jury Trial ("Amended Complaint") because the Nickersons have not produced 
any evidence supporting their allegations or their claims for damages. Furthermore, the 
Nickersons have refused to provide even the most basic information to allow Chase to defend 
itself. The Nickersons claim that they timely made every payment in 2008 and 2009 even 
though Chase and PHH' s records indicate they failed to make 10 payments during this period. 
The Nickersons have not made any payments on their loan since early 2010. 
The Nickersons have refused to produce banking records, tax returns, or any other 
financial information to support their claim that they have complied with the payment 
requirements of the loan. The Nickersons claim substantial damages as a result of Chase and 
PHH's alleged destruction of their credit, but they have refused to provide any information 
regarding their credit history and current credit score. Finally, the Nickersons claim that the 
destruction of their credit has kept Mr. Nickerson from obtaining work, causing significant 
financial damages, but the Nickersons refuse to provide any information evidencing 
Mr. Nickersons' work history or claimed lost work opportunities. 
Because the Nickersons cannot produce, or refuse to produce any information 
supporting their allegations and their claims for damages, the Nickersons' claims against Chase 
must be dismissed as a matter oflaw. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF CHASE'S 
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II. STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED MATERIAL FACTS 
1. On or about October 4, 2002, the Nickersons executed that certain 30-year 
Note, promising to pay PHH or the holder thereof principal and interest payments. Affidavit of 
Jon A. Stenquist in Support of Chase's Motion for Summary Judgment ("Stenquist Aff.") 
Exhibit A. The Nickersons agreed to the terms of the Note and understood the contents thereof. 
Stenquist Aff. Ex. B, Deposition of Donna Nickerson ("D. Nickerson Depo.") 36:1-7 and 
Stenquist Aff. Ex. C, Deposition of Charles Nickerson ("C. Nickerson Depo.") 9:24 - 10:9. 
2. To secure the repayment of the Note, the Nickersons executed that certain 
Deed of Trust recorded as Instrument No. 190568, Clearwater County, Idaho, on October 4, 
2002. Stenquist Aff. Ex. D. 
3. The Note was immediately sold to Freddie Mac, but PHH remained as the 
servicer of the loan. 
4. The Nickersons began making payments on the Note to PHH on or around 
December 2002 and continued paying the Note relatively regularly to PHH for several years. 
Stenquist Aff. Ex. E. 
5. In December 2007, servicing of the loan was transferred to Chase. The 
Nickersons made their first payment to Chase on January 4, 2008, and made a total of 
10 payments to Chase in 2008. Stenquist Aff. Ex. F. 
6. The Nickersons failed to pay their January 2009 payment and, as a result, 
became three months past due. As a result of this arrearage, Chase sent the Nickersons an 
Acceleration Warning letter on or about January 4, 2009. Stenquist Aff. Ex. G. 
7. On January 17, 2009, Chase sent to the Nickersons a Repayment Plan, but 
the Nickersons did not agree to the terms of the repayment plan. Stenquist Aff. Ex. H . 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF CHASE'S 
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Although Chase attempted to modify the terms of the Note to allow the Nickersons to catch up 
on their payments, the Nickersons did not agree to any of the modifications offered by Chase. 
Stenquist Aff. Ex. H; see also D. Nickerson Depa. 175:12-15 and C. Nickerson Depa. 87: 17-22. 
8. The Nickersons only made a few payments in the year 2009, and as of the 
Nickersons' payment in December 2009, the Nickersons were at least 11 months behind in their 
scheduled payments on the Note. Stenquist Aff. Ex. F. 
9. In February 2010, PHH repurchased the Note from Freddie Mac and 
began servicing the Note. 
10. PHH brought this action in January201 l, requesting Judicial Foreclosure 
for the Nickersons' failure to pay the Note as required. 
11. The Nickersons filed their Amended Complaint their counterclaim against 
PHH and later added Chase as a third party defendant in their Amended Complaint, alleging that 
all payments under the Note were paid current through January 2010, at which time they allege 
PHH refused to accept payments. Based on this claim, the Nickersons contend that Chase and 
PHH have falsely reported a payment delinquency and have destroyed the Nickersons' credit. 
The Nickersons also contend that the destruction of their credit served to deprive Mr. Nickerson 
of employment in the telecom and IT fields. See generally, Amended Complaint. 
12. On or about April 2, 2012, Chase served upon the Nickersons its First Set 
of Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents and Requests for Admissions to Third 
Party Plaintiffs Charles and Donna Nickerson. The Nickersons did not serve their answers to 
Chase's Requests for Admissions within thirty (30) days as required by the rules. 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF CHASE'S 
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13. Discovery on the Nickersons yielded no relevant information regarding 
payments to Chase, damage to the Nickersons' credit or Mr. Nickerson's inability to obtain 
work. Stenquist Aff. Ex. I. 
14. On October 3, 2012, Chase and PHH deposed Donna Nickerson, and on 
October 4, 2012, Chase and PHH deposed Charles "Nick" Nickerson. See D. Nickerson Depo., 
C. Nickerson Depo. 
15. During their depositions, the Nickersons could not point to any 
documentation that supported their claims that their payments had been timely made under the 
Note and had no specific recollection of the details of alleged missing payments. D. Nickerson 
Depo. 91:6- 92:9, 133:11-14; C. Nickerson Depo. 8:4-16, 40:11 -41:1. Although the 
Nickersons admitted to having bank records, they failed and/or refused to provide them. 
D. Nickerson Depo. 131 :22 133:4; C. Nickerson Depo. 86:7-9, 8:4-16. 
16. The Nickersons refused to provide any documents or details supporting 
their claims that Chase damaged their credit. D. Nickerson Depo. 71:25 -72:23, 163:25 -
165:11; C. Nickerson Depo. 21:20 - 22:12. 
17. The Nickersons failed or refused to provide relevant information regarding 
their factual allegations and claims for damages, including the following: 
a) The Nickersons have tax returns in their possession but refused to provide 
copies or any details regarding their taxable income (C. Nickerson Depo. 
82:9- 85:16, 85:4-16); 
b) The Nickersons refused to provide any information regarding their 
employment history (C. NickersonDepo. 53:5 - 58:18); 
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c) The Nickersons refused to answer any questions regarding past income 
(C. Nickerson Depo. 82: 11 - 84: 11 ); 
d) The Nickersons refused to provide any information regarding Mr. Nickerson's 
inability to obtain employment (C. Nickerson Depo. 27:21 -28:18, 59:23 -
64:10); 
e) The Nickersons refused to answer even the most basic information about their 
background, including high schools attended, colleges attended, work 
histories, and other residences (D. Nickerson Depo. 99: 18 - 103 :7, 19:23 -
20:18; C. Nickerson Depo. 55:23 - 56:8); 
f) The Nickersons refused to provide the cellular telephone number used during 
the alleged conversations with Chase employees which would support their 
allegations (D. Nickerson Depo. 153:1-154:13; C. Nickerson Depo. 50:16-
51:5). 
III. STANDARD OF REVIEW 
Rule 56(c) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure provides that summary judgment 
"shall be rendered forthwith if the pleadings, depositions and admissions on file, together with 
the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the 
moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter oflaw." Idaho Bldg. Contractors Ass 'n v. City 
of Coeur d'Alene, 126 Idaho 740, 890 P.2d 326 (1995); Avila v. Wahlquist, 126 Idaho 745, 890 
P.2d 331 (1995). In making this determination, the Court should liberally construe the facts in 
the light most favorable to the party opposing the motion. Id. The non-moving party should also 
be given the benefit of all favorable inferences that might be reasonably drawn from the entire 
record. Id. 
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However, the claimant's case must be anchored in something more than 
speculation, and a mere scintilla of evidence is not enough to create a genuine issue of fact. 
Tuttle v. Sudenga Indus., Inc., 125 Idaho 145, 868 P.2d 473 (1994); Nelson v. Steer, 118 Idaho 
409, 797 P.2d 117 (1990). In response to a motion for summary judgment, the non-moving party 
must affirmatively present evidence establishing each element of the claim; the motion cannot 
rest merely upon pleadings or unsupported assertions. Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 4 77 U.S. 317, 
322-23, 106 S. Ct. 2548 (1986); Badell v. Beeks, 115 Idaho 101, 765 P.2d 126 (1988). Thus, 
"summary judgment should be granted if the evidence in opposition to the motion is merely 
colorable or is not significantly probative." G&M Farms v. Funk Irrigation Co., 119 Idaho 514, 
517, 808 P.2d 851, 854 (1991). No affirmative duty to produce evidence rests on the party 
moving for summary judgment, and the moving party has no obligation to negate the opponent's 
claims. Id. However, the moving party always bears the burden of proving the absence of any 
genuine issue of a material fact. Petricevich v. Salmon River Canal Co., 92 Idaho 865,452 P.2d 
362 (1969). Furthermore, the Court is "not required to comb through the record to find some 
reason to deny a motion for summary judgment." Carmen v. San Francisco Unified Sch. Dist., 
237 F.3d 1026, 1029 (9th Cir. 2001) (quoting Forsberg v. Pac. Nw. Bell Tel. Co., 840 F.2d 1409, 
1418 (9th Cir. 1988)). Instead, the "party opposing summary judgment must direct [the Court's] 
attention to specific triable facts." So. Cal. Gas Co. v. City of Santa Ana, 336 F.3d 885, 889 (9th 
Cir. 2003). A statement in a brief, unsupported by the record, cannot be used to create an issue 
of fact. Barnes v. Indep. Auto. Dealers, 64 F.3d 1389 n.3 (9th Cir. 1995). 
When a motion for summary judgment has been properly supported with evidence 
indicating the absence of material factual issues, the burden shifts to the nonmoving party to 
make a showing of the existence of a genuine issue of material fact on the elements challenged in 
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a way that would preclude summary judgment. Treasure Valley Gastroenterology Specialists, 
P.A. v. Woods, 135 Idaho 485, 20 P.3d 21 (Ct. App. 2001); State v. Shama Res. Ltd. P'ship, 127 
Idaho 267,270, 899 P.2d 977, 980 (1995). Finally, a motion for summary judgment must be 
granted ifreasonable persons cannot draw conflicting inferences or reach different conclusions 
from the evidence. Doe v. Durtschi, 110 Idaho 466,470, 716 P.2d 1238 (1986). 
IV. ARGUMENT 
A. The Nickersons' Claim of Breach of The Covenant of Good Faith and Fair 
Dealing Must Be Dismissed As a Matter of Law. 
Each of the Nickersons' claims rely on the underlying claim that Chase failed to 
account for at least 11 payments from 2008 through early 2010. Thus, the Nickersons allege that 
Chase has breached its covenant of good faith and fair dealing because it has "refused to 
cooperate with and work with the Nickersons in resolving a matter that was created by the 
accounting errors and notice errors by Coldwell, Chase and PHH." Amended Complaint ,i 39. 
This claim, along with the claims addressed below, must be dismissed as a matter of law because 
there is no evidence that Chase failed to properly account for the Nickersons' payments or 
otherwise breached the terms of the Note. 
In Idaho, the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing is implied by law in 
every contract and requires that the parties perform, in good faith, the obligations imposed by 
their agreement. Idaho Power Co. v. Cogeneration, Inc., 134 Idaho 738, 750, 9 P.3d 1204, 1216 
(2000). This duty obligates the parties to cooperate with each other so that each may obtain the 
full benefit of performance. First Nat'! Bankv. Bliss Valley Foods, 121 Idaho 266,288,824 
P.2d 841, 863 (1992) ("Bliss Valley"), quoting Badgett v. Sec. State Bank, 116 Wash. 2d 563, 
569, 807 P.2d 356, 360 (1991). The violation of such covenant "occurs only when either party 
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violates, nullifies or significantly impairs any benefit of the contract." Idaho Power, 134 Idaho 
at 738, 9 P.3d at 1216. 
If there is no breach of the express terms of a contract, there cannot be a claim for 
the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing. In Totman v. Eastern Idaho Technical 
College, 129 Idaho 714, 931 P.2d 1232 (Ct. App. 1997), the Idaho Court of Appeals determined 
that because there was no breach of the express contract terms, there necessarily could not be a 
breach of the implied covenant. 129 Idaho at 718,931 P.2d at 1236. "A borrower-lender 
contract imposes upon both parties a covenant of good faith and fair dealing, that covenant only 
requires that the parties perform in good faith the obligations imposed by their agreement, and 
there is no basis for claiming implied terms contrary to express rights contained in the parties' 
agreement." Wooden v. First Sec. Bank, NA., 121 Idaho 98, 101, 822 P.2d 995,998 (1991). 
The Nickersons cannot support a breach of contract claim against Chase because 
there is no evidence supporting the allegation that Chase erred in its accounting of the 
Nickersons' payments. The Nickersons were asked to provide documents and records, such as 
canceled checks, bank statements, and other receipts evidencing their payments to Chase, but the 
Nickersons failed to produce a single document showing that Chase's accounting is incorrect. 
The Nickersons also failed to produce bank records and tax returns to show they were even able 
to make such payments. In addition, although the Nickersons claim they made payments every 
month to Chase during 2008 and 2009, the Nickersons do not have any specific recollection of 
making any payment that would contradict Chase's accounting. They not only refused to 
provide their financial documents, they would not even provide the cell phone number used 
when discussing their account with Chase. These failures require the Court's dismissal of the 
case because the Nickersons' claims cannot rest on bald allegations. For example, the 
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Nickersons' Answers to Interrogatories simply refer to their production of twenty-four (24) self-
serving documents, but Exhibit A to their production does not contain any evidence of payments, 
financial information, or telephone records 
Not only did the Nickersons fail to produce the required documents in their 
discovery responses, but they failed to bring any documents or evidence supporting their claims 
to the depositions on either day. Donna Nickerson testified as follows: 
Q. I think I was making sure that we were clear on this record 
that while you're sitting here today, you do not have possession of 
any copies ofreceipts or cancelled checks showing payments made 
in 2008 and 2009. 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Okay. Do you possess such records in your possessions? 
A. I should have them. 
Q. And where would they be? 
A. In a folder somewhere. I do not have them at this time. 
Q. Well, I understand you don't have them today. I'm saying, 
where would they be in your possession? Do you keep a box at 
home, in a file cabinet? Are they in Orofino? 
A. They -- we should -- I should have possession. I do not 
know where they are at this time. I have no idea. 
Q. Okay. So, you just don't know where they might be? 
A. I do not know. 
D. Nickerson Depo. 94:1-22. See also C. Nickerson Depo. 20:3-8, D. Nickerson Depo. 157:23 -
159:9, 92:10-93:4. She further testified: 
Q. In the Notice of Deposition that was sent to your counsel, 
you were asked to bring with you all cancelled checks and/or bank 
statements showing payments made to PHH and/or J.P. Morgan 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF CHASE'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 9 Client:2573378.1 
544
Chase Bank. You didn't bring any bank statements with you 
today? 
A. If you want to pay me to have time to go home and get 
those, I didn't bring any with me, no, sir. 
Q. Didn't bring any cancelled checks with you today? 
A. No, sir. 
D. NickersonDepo. 179:11-19. 
Mr. Nickerson testified that he had no records to indicate that Chase's accounting 
was incorrect: 
Q. . .. And if you'd look at Page 7 of Exhibit 9, looking at the 
bottom, beginning at Line 20 of Interrogatory No. 7, that is asking 
for each payment. And your answer states that, Nickersons are in 
the process of looking for proof of all the payments that they have 
made. Can you tell me what process you and your wife have gone 
through to look for those payments? 
A. We have -- have looked at check registers. We have 
attempted to identify any cash receipts that we may have on hand. 
Again, at this time, especially in 2009, we were living out of a car. 
So, locating those particular documents has been a challenge. 
C. Nickerson Depo. 40:11-23. 
Because Mr. Nickerson's deposition was taken the day after his wife's deposition, 
he had an additional opportunity to bring records to his deposition, but refused to bring the 
missing records discussed during his wife's testimony: 
Q. After your wife's deposition yesterday, it was clear that 
there are quite a few documents that have not been provided to 
Mr. Manwaring or myself to support your claims in this case. My 
question to you is, [ ... ]--after the deposition yesterday, did you 
make any attempt when you went home to locate documents to 
bring to your deposition this morning? 
A. No. 
C. Nickerson Depo. 51 :7-15. 
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Mr. Nickerson also could not identify any information that might be available to 
prove they made the missing payments in 2008-2009. He testified: 
Q. I think we were at the question of, what evidence were you 
going to be able to show to the judge in response to motions or trial 
that would disprove PHH's position? And you said you knew of 
some evidence, and I said, what was that evidence? 
A. This -- I'm trying to remember what my counsel told me. 
Q. That's probably good advice to follow. 
A. That this -- this -- we've presented what we've presented, 
and continuing on this line of questioning is harassing and 
annoying and intimidating, whatever, those legal terms. So, I 
don't feel like -- I feel like I've answered your question. 
Q. Okay. The only answer I feel like you gave is that you 
don't know what evidence you'd present. Is that fair? 
A. Outside the scope of what we've already-- the evidence 
that we've already presented, I don't know what else is available at 
this time. 
C. Nickerson Depo. 94: 11 - 95 :4. 
Because the Nickersons cannot produce a single document to evidence any 
mistakes in Chase's accounting, there is no genuine issue of material fact that Chase did not 
breach its contract with the Nickersons. Because Chase did not breach any of the provisions of 
the Note, it cannot be liable to the Nickersons for any of their claims, including claims for breach 
of the covenant of good faith and fair dealing. 
Furthermore, while nothing in the Nickersons' loan documents require that Chase 
provide any accommodations to the Nickersons as claimed, the record is replete with 
correspondence where Chase attempted in good faith to work with the Nickersons in modifying 
their loan to accommodate any hardships that the Nickersons were experiencing. Stenquist Aff. 
Ex.H. 
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B. The Nickersons' Claim of Breach of the Note Must Be Dismissed. 
The Nickersons allege that Chase breached the express terms of the Note by 
failing to properly account for payments, and if past due, failing "to send the Nickersons written 
notice that they were overdue and to pay the overdue amount by a certain day and if not the Note 
Holder would declare all outstanding principal and interest due ... Neither Coldwell, Chase, nor 
PHH properly gave this notice to the Nickersons and thus are in material breach of the Note." 
Amended Complaint 'i['i[ 42-45. This allegation must be dismissed against Chase because (1) the 
Nickersons cannot show Chase improperly accounted for their payments, and (2) the Nickersons 
admit receiving several "Acceleration Warnings" which provide the very notice of default and 
demand for payment that forms the basis of their claim. Stenquist Aff. Ex. G. 
When questioned regarding an Acceleration Warning letter, Mrs. Nickerson 
testified that she remembers receiving an Acceleration W aming letter: 
Q. So, in this letter, on the second page of Exhibit 11, it gives 
you instructions of where to pay your late payments. Do you see 
that? 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. And then on the following page, JPMC 34, it shows that 
there was an acceleration warning, warning you that you were 
three months past due. Do you remember receiving this 
document? 
A. I don't remember this one because I got so many of these 
that you told me were not -- that they were not valid. So, I 
specifically do not remember receiving this document, no, sir. 
But I did receive others just like this. I'm familiar with it. And 
then I called you all, and you would say we're okay. 
D. Nickerson Depo. 171:22-25, 172:1-10 (emphasis added). 
The Nickersons have not raised a genuine issue of material fact to support their 
claims that they were current on the Note in 2008 and 2009. Furthermore, because Chase 
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provided, and the Nickersons admit receiving Acceleration W aming letters, the Nickersons' 
Breach of Note claim must be dismissed as a matter of law. 
C. The Nickersons' Claim for Breach of 12 U.S.C. § 2605 Must Be Dismissed As 
a Matter of Law. 
The Nickersons claim that Chase is liable to them for alleged violations of 
12 U.S.C. § 2605, otherwise known as the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act ("RESP A"). 
Only three sections of RESP A create a private right of action: (1) 12 U.S.C. § 2605, which 
requires ( a) disclosure to a loan applicant of whether the servicing of the loan may be assigned, 
sold or transferred; (b) notice to the borrower at the time of transfer; and ( c) responses by the 
servicer to qualified written requests by the borrower; (2) 12 U.S.C. § 2607, which prohibits 
kickbacks for real estate settlement services; and (3) 12 U.S.C. § 2608, which prohibits sellers 
from requiring buyers to use a specific title insurer as a condition of its sale. See Padilla v. One 
West Bank, 2010 WL 5300900, at* 5 (N.D. Cal. Dec. 20, 2010). 
The Nickersons' allegations fail to demonstrate that Chase violated any of the 
requirements set forth in section 2605 of RESP A. Regarding the first requirement of this section 
that a lender must disclose to a loan applicant that the loan may be assigned, sold, or transferred, 
the Nickersons have admitted they signed the Note which contains this required disclosure. See 
Amended Complaint p. 3, ,r 5. Regarding the second requirement that a borrower is entitled to 
notice at the time of such a transfer, the Nickersons have admitted they received notice of the 
transfer as required by RESP A. See Amended Complaint, Page 1 to Exhibit A. Finally, 
regarding the requirement that a lender must respond to a qualified written request ("QWR") 
from a borrower, the Nickersons have admitted they did not deliver any QWR to Chase. See 
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D. Nickerson Depo. 143:21 - 144:5, C. Nickerson Depo. 78:4-5. The undisputed facts 
demonstrate that Chase did not violate any provision of 12 U.S.C. § 2605. 
The two remaining provisions of RESP A, sections 2607 and 2608, are 
inapplicable in this matter because (1) the Nickersons do not allege, nor can they demonstrate, 
that Chase paid or received kickbacks for real estate settlement services; and (2) the Nickersons 
do not allege, nor can they demonstrate, that Chase required the Nickersons to use a specific title 
msurer. 
The Nickersons cannot meet their burden to show a genuine issue of material fact 
regarding Chase's compliance with RESP A. Therefore, Chase is entitled to summary judgment 
as to Nickerson's RESP A claim against Chase. 
D. The Nickersons' Claim of Breach of the Federal Fair Credit Reporting Act 
Must Be Dismissed As a Matter of Law. 
The Nickersons allege in the Amended Complaint that Chase violated the Fair 
Credit Reporting Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1681 ("FCRA"). In their Answers to Interrogatories, the 
Nickersons expand on this allegation by claiming, "JPMorgan has reported to credit reporting 
agencies the Nickersons have failed to make timely payments which is contrary to the 
representations that the JPMorgan employees had told to Nickersons about the status of their 
account." Stenquist Aff. Ex. I, p. 4, 11. 5-7. However, the Nickersons' claim must be dismissed 
as a matter of law because (1) the Nickersons do not provide any facts supporting the contention 
that they were current on their loan; (2) the Nickersons have not set forth any evidence their 
credit was incorrectly reported; (3) the Nickersons cannot show that they were financially 
damaged for any alleged harm to their credit score, rendering any claim for such violation moot; 
and (4) violations of 15 U.S.C. § 1681s(a)(l) may only be instituted in an administrative action. 
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First, as outlined above, the Nickersons cannot show any evidence that Chase 
incorrectly accounted for their alleged missing payments. This failure is fatal to all of the 
Nickersons' claims. 
Second, there is no evidence that Chase provided any false reports to a national 
credit reporting agency as defined by the Act. Thus, without specific evidence to the contrary, 
the Nickersons have not satisfied their burden of proof that Chase violated 15 U.S.C. 
§ 1681s-2(a)(l)(A) or 15 U.S.C. § 1681s-(a)(l). When asked for specific factual information to 
support Chase's false and negative reporting to credit agencies, the Nickersons admit that they 
do not currently have, nor have ever seen a copy of their credit report showing Chase harmed 
their credit: 
Q. Do you have copies of your credit history reports? 
A. You do. I know that you all do. 
Q. You've provided all those to us? 
A. You had them, because your people were pulling them up 
and talking to us. 
Q. Has your attorney provided them to us? 
A. I don't know the answer to that. 
Q. Did you provide some to your attorney? 
A. I don't remember. I don't know for sure. 
Q. What I'm asking you 
A. This has been four years of crap. Sorry. Bottom line. So, I 
don't have a remembrance of what's been done. So ... 
Q. Do you have copies of a -- your own credit history reports 
from four years ago? 
A. What are you looking for on the credit report, and I can 
answer? 
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Q. I'm just asking if you have copies. 
A. I don't know. I don't know ifl can put my hands on that or 
not. But I do know that I can -- I know I can prove it was perfect 
prior to this. 
Q. I'm just asking, do you have copies of that? 
A. I know people who probably do if I don't. 
Q. But you don't have copies of it? 
A. What part of the answer "I don't know" is not acceptable? 
I'm sorry. 
MR. MITCHELL: You don't have a copy of -- you don't -- you 
don't think you have a copy of it? 
THE DEPONENT: I don't 
MR. MITCHELL: She's not sure if she has a copy it of it. 
THE DEPONENT: I'm not sure if I have a copy. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. Okay. Can you obtain copies of your credit history report 
for the last four years? 
A. I don't know without making phone calls. 
Q. Who would have copies of these if you don't have them? 
A. I'm assuming the credit bureau. 
Q. Is that who you'd contact? 
A. That's one of the people. I mean, I would have to go see. 
Q. So, can you contact whatever credit bureaus you're familiar 
with and obtain copies of your credit history? 
A. I can -- I will say this. If you're asking can I get you 
something, I will provide proof that you guys have reported 
falsely. I will say that definitively. 
Q. Okay. What -- what proof can you provide to me that 
shows that? 
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A. I should be able to get something from the credit report. It 
would be very simple. If you guys are claiming that I've not paid 
you for all this time and you did not own the note, that's false 
credit reporting. And I know I can prove that. 
Q. And what proof do you have for that? 
A. I would be able to contact the credit bureau. I also --
whenever we deposed some of the Chase employees, we discussed 
that with them. 
MR. MITCHELL: Can we take another break? 
MR. MANWARING: Sure. 
(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess from 10:47 a.m. to 
11:30 a.m., and then from 11:30 a.m. until 2:15 p.m.) 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. You should have Exhibit 7 with you still. 
A. Okay. 
Q. And if you'd tum to Page 6 of Exhibit 7. 
A. (Witness complies.) Okay. 
Q. Paragraph 36 states, as a result of this matter, Nickersons' 
credit rating has been destroyed. 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. Did I read that correctly? 
A. You did. 
Q. What documentation do you have that demonstrates your 
credit rating has been destroyed? 
A. Well, we'll have a lot more documentation once your 
answers are forthcoming that can show all of -
MR. MITCHELL: Let's go outside. 
THE DEPONENT: All right. 
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(Whereupon, the deposition was in recess at 2: 17 p.m. to 
2:18 p.m.) 
MR. MANWARING: We're back. 
BY MR. MANWARING: 
Q. What documentation do you have that supports the factual 
allegation that your credit rating has been destroyed? 
A. At this point, I don't have the documentation. 
D. Nickerson Depo. 71:11-74:25. Mrs. Nickerson further testified that she knew she was 
required to provide her credit report in discovery, but refused to comply: 
Q. On Page 11, we asked you in Request for Production No. 6 
to provide a full and complete credit report from a nationally 
recognized credit reporting agency. 
A. Uh-huh. 
Q. But we did not receive a credit report from you; is that 
correct? 
A. That is correct. 
Q. Would you give us permission to run a credit report on 
you? 
A. No, sir, not unless you're giving me a loan. It hurts my 
credit by five points every time that's done. And it's low enough 
already, so I'd rather not. 
Id. at 163:25 164:12. Mr. Nickerson's testimony was similarly unhelpful, as he had not seen 
his credit report or score for the last three years: 
Q. Okay. Have you seen a copy of your credit report 
beginning in 2009? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Did you see one in 2010? 
A. I don't know. 
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Q. Did you see one in 2011? 
A. No. 
Q. Have you seen one this year? 
A. No. 
C. Nickerson Depo. 22:4-12. Because the Nickersons lack any information to prove that their 
credit was falsely reported by Chase, they cannot establish the required elements of an FCRA 
claim. 
Third, noticeably absent from the Nickersons' case is any factual support that 
Chase's alleged FCRA violations caused the Nickersons any damage. An incorrect report, 
without evidence of damages, cannot form the basis for a cause of action against Chase. 
Although the Nickersons allege that a poor credit score kept Mr. Nickerson from obtaining work 
in the "IT and telecommunications industries," they admit they do not have any details to support 
this claim. For example, in their discovery responses, the Nickersons answer as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Please set forth in detail the business 
opportunities, including the contact information of each business 
involved, that were lost as a result of your allegation in 
Paragraph 36 of the Complaint that your credit rating was 
destroyed. 
ANSWER: The Nickersons are in the process of putting their 
damages together. Said damages are continuously increasing 
significantly. This answer will be supplemented. 
Stenquist Aff. Ex. I, p. 10. In their deposition testimony, the Nickersons could not point to a 
single employment opportunity that was lost because of their allegedly lower credit report. They 
testified: 
Q: And what I'm asking about is those specific potential 
employers that were looking at you, but did not hire you 
specifically for the reason that you had a bad credit rating. Do you 
know which ones those were? 
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A. I can't say off the top of my head. 
C. NickersonDepo. 28:14-18. 
Q. Were you actually told by someone, either the recruiter or 
Financial Services, that they were not going to hire you solely 
because of your credit score? 
A. I don't recall. 
Q. Could there have been other reasons why AT&T, T-Mobile 
or Financial Services did not hire you? 
A. You'd have to ask them. I don't... 
Q. Okay. And that's fair. I understand that. I would like to 
ask them, but I need the information from you so I can ask them. 
And so, if you have any knowledge or memory or documents about 
who you were working with at AT&T, T-Mobile, Financial 
Services or any recruiters, I would like to receive that, either today 
if you have memory of it, or in any documentation. Do you have 
any memory of the people who we can talk to at these companies 
or recruiters? 
A. No. 
Q. Do you believe you have documents in your possession that 
would lead us to those recruiters or those companies? 
A. I don't know. 
Q. Have you, before your deposition today or at any time, 
looked for those documents or records? 
A. I don't know. 
Id. at 63:12-64:10. 
Because of the Nickersons' failure to identify any information regarding lost 
employment opportunities due to a lower credit score, their claims against Chase fail as a matter 
oflaw. 
Finally, a state court cannot impose civil penalties for violations of 15 U.S.C. 
§ 1681s-2(a)(l) unless the party was previously enjoined from committing such violations, 
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which is certainly not the case here: 
(3) Notwithstanding paragraph (2), a court may not impose any 
civil penalty on a person for a violation of section 168ls-2(a)(l) of 
this title unless the person has been enjoined from committing the 
violation, or ordered not to commit the violation, in an action or 
proceeding brought by or on behalf of the Federal Trade 
Commission, and has violated the injunction or order, and the court 
may not impose any civil penalty for any violation occurring 
before the date of the violation of the injunction or order. 
15 U.S.C. § 1681s(a)(3). Thus, FRCA limits a party from alleging damages in a civil action for 
FCRA violations unless the specific requirements ofFRCA are met. 
E. The Nickersons' Claim of Breach of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act 
Must Be Dismissed As a Matter of Law. 
The Nickersons have also alleged violations of the Fair Debt Collections Practices 
Act ("FDCPA") but similarly lack any evidence that Chase violated any provisions of the act or 
caused the Nickersons financial harm. In fact, the Nickersons do not satisfy the fundamental 
pleading requirements of the FDCP A and Chase is left to guess as to which provisions of the 
FDCP A were violated. 
As a general rule, claims against banks premised on the FDCP A fail because 
banks are not "debt collectors" within the scope of the FDCP A. See 15 U.S.C. § 1692a(6); 
Gowing v. Royal Bank of Can., 1996 U.S. App. LEXIS 27777 at *2 (9th Cir. Oct. 23, 1996) 
(holding that bank was not debt collector under FDCP A because it was collecting a debt on its 
own behalf). District courts within the Ninth Circuit have consistently found that lenders and 
trustees that engage in foreclosure are not "debt collectors" under 15 U.S.C. § 1692a(6) because 
they are not seeking to collect money; instead, they are seeking to enforce a secured interest to 
gain property. See Miller v. NW Trustee Servs., Inc., No. CV-05-5043-RHW, 2005 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 43770, at *8 (E.D. Wash. July 20, 2005) (citing Hulse v. Ocwen Fed. Bank, FSB, 195 F. 
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Supp. 2d 1188, 1204 (D. Or. 2002) ("foreclosing on a trust deed is distinct from the collection of 
the obligation to pay money .... Payment of funds is not the object of the foreclosure action. 
Rather, the lender is foreclosing its interest in the property")); Fong v. Prof'l Foreclosure Corp., 
2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 31643, at *6 (W.D. Wash. Nov. 22, 2005) ("foreclosing on a deed of 
trust enforces an interest in property, not a consumer's obligation to pay money") (citing cases). 
The District of Idaho has announced that it is "persuaded by [this] reasoning and agrees with its 
sister district courts that a non-judicial foreclosure action generally does not constitute a 'debt 
collection activity' under the FDCP A." Armacost v. HSBC Bank USA, 2011 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 
21615, at *37-38 (D. Idaho 2011). 
Because the Nickersons have not set forth in detail what provisions of the FDCP A 
were violated, Chase is left to assume that the 'false reporting' of their credit is the primary claim 
against Chase. Because the Nickersons cannot evidence any false credit reporting, this claim 
must be dismissed as a matter oflaw. 
V. CONCLUSION 
The Nickersons have failed and refused to provided any evidence that Chase's 
accounting is incorrect or that Chase reported anything negative or untruthful on their credit 
report. The Nickersons refuse to provide Chase with even the most fundamental information to 
support their claims that Chase's actions caused them damages. Because the Nickersons have 
failed to carry their burden of proof in every material respect, their claims against Chase must be 
dismissed as a matter oflaw. 
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DATED this 15th day of October, 2012. 
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5. By February 2010 Chase had returned the Nickersons' loan to PHH. At the time 
Chase returned the Nickersons' loan to PHH, that loan was in default due to missed payments 
for at least 10 months. 
6. According to the loan documentation received from Chase, the Nickersons had 
been offered a work out proposal for forbearance of foreclosure. According to the loan 
documents, the Nickersons did not sign the work out proposal. 
7. PHH sent the Nickersons written notice of default. Due to the large number of 
missed monthly payments, PHH treated the Nickersons loan as defaulted and initiated the 
foreclosure process. 
8. As of, and including, January 2010, the Nickersons' had missed 13 monthly 
payments on their loan and were in default to the amount of $30,276.87. 
9. Because of the default and determination to foreclose, PHH declined to accept 
any further payments from the Nickersons unless those payments were going to cure in full the 
total amount of default plus accrued interest and costs. The Nickersons did not at any time 
attempt to satisfy in full the default amount. 
10. By June 2010 PHH had obtained assignment of the Nickersons' deed of trust 
and promissory note. Foreclosure of the deed of trust was commenced and PHH learned a 
judicial foreclosure would be required. 
11. As of October 15, 2012, the Nickersons loan has a principal balance of 
$261,170.62. Accrued and unpaid interest amounts to $63,501.44. Per diem interest is $44.94. 
Also due are escrow advances totaling $23,534.42. 
Affidavit of ___ [SJ! - Page 2 
10650-Nl 
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Dated this 12th day of October 2012. 
PHH Mortgage Corporation 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this /A_ day of October 2012. 
I-. A't+n ' 
[SEAL] 
Affidavit of ___ ISJ] - Page 3 
10650-Nl 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ----4.rJ_ day of October 2012, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Affidavit of ___ ISJJ- Page 4 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[,xJ U.S. Mai l, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other ________ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[.X] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 





CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
e,· ,11.>11 u-~-~ 
OCT 9 :~ 2012 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, 
Plain ti ff/Counter-Defendant, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Hearing Notice [SJ] - Page I 
10650-Nl 
Case No. CV-201 1-28 
NOTICE OF HEARING -




NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the P laintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment will 
be called up for hearing on the 7th day of November 2012, at the hour of 2:00 p.m., (PST) or 
as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard, before the Honorable Michael J. Griffin, in the 
Clearwater County Courthouse. 
Dated this -1..££ day of October 2012. 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of October 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P .0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 5 t 505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Hearing Notice (SJ] - Page 2 
10650-Nl 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[,xl U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[x] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
t ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 




CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
~-tc<v\\ -01S 
OCT ~ :~ 2012 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Motion to Appear Telephonically - Page 1 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 




Counsel for Plaintiff, PHH Mortgage, moves the court for its order allowing counsel to 
appear by telephone conference call at the hearing on its Motion for Summary Judgmen
t 
scheduled for November 7, 2012 at 2:00 p.m. (PST) in the Clearwater County Courthouse. This 
motion is based upon the affidavit of counsel. 
Oral argument is reserved. 
A proposed order accompanies this motion. 
DATED this .j.....i_ day of October 2012. 
~ yYb 
Kipp L. Manwaring ~ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of October 2012, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manne
r 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Motion to Appear Telephonically - Page 2 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
lXJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( '-J Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other ___ ___ _ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
(XI U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 




CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
t ~.9l, 11 ~ Jg 
OCT ? ~ 2012 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOI-IN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Affidavit of Counsel !Telephonic Appearance) - Page l 
10650-Nl 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
APPEAR TELEPHONICALL Y 
569
State of [daho ) 
:ss 
County of Bonneville ) 
Kipp L. Manwaring, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
I . I am a licensed attorney in the State of Idaho and represent PHH Mortgage in the 
above action and have personal knowledge of the facts and information in this affidavit. 
2. On November 7, 2012, I have a scheduled a hearing in the above entitled action 
for Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment before this court. 
3. My office of practice is located in Idaho Falls, Idaho and it would be unfair to my 
clients to travel to Orofino to attend the summary judgment hearing. 
4. I am able to attend the hearing by telephone conference call. If the court directs, I 
could initiate the call. 
5. I request the court issue its order allowing me to appear by telephone conference 
call at the hearing scheduled for November 7, 2012 at 2:00 p.m. (PST). 
Dated this J5_ day of October 2012. 
~w~ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
SUBSCRIBE AND SWORN TO before me this ~ day of October 2012. 
Affidavit of Counsel [Telephonic AppearanceJ - Page 2 
10650-Nl 
--~?orldaho 
Residing at: Moore, Idaho 
My commission expires: 09/29/2015 
570
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
~ I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the day of October 2012, a true and conect copy of 
the foregoing docwnent was served upon person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Affidavit of Counsel [Telephonic Appearance) - Page 3 
10650-Nl 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[79 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[]Oilicr _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[;q U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
A7kir Leslie Northrup 
Paralegal 
571
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
Fr' 
tV J.(; 11 ()J)l 
I 
L or: r 0 ·~ 2012 
le ' c..: 
I, 'I :, ~uJ / 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES 1 thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimantffhird Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Notice of Compliance !Discovery) - Page 1 
10650-N! 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE -
Response to Nickerson's 
Interrogatories and Requests for 
Production 
572
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on this 1 st11 day of October 2012, I certify that I 
served a true and correct copy of Plaintiff's Response to Defendant Nickersons' First Set of 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production pursuant to Rules 33, 34 and 36 of the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure, upon the following individuals by the method indicated below: 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
Chtd. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Notice of Compliance [Discovery] - Page 2 
10650-NJ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)(1] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _ _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
l)CJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 




l0/23/2012 TUE 15: ll FAX 208 522 5lll Moffatt Thomas 12)002/004 
,_ 
I : I/;_ 
lU12 
Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFA TI, THOMAS, BARRETI, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
900 Pier View Drive Suite 206 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsi.ntile (208) 522-5111 
jas@rnoffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
f' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N .A, and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
JOINT MOTION FOR ORDER 
ALLOWING COUNSEL TO APPEAR 
TELEPHONICALLY FOR BEARING 
ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
JOINT MOTION FOR ORDER ALLOWING COUNSEL 
TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY FORBEARING ON 
MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 1 Cllent:2.622208.1 
574
10/23/2012 TUE 15:11 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
COMES NOW JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("Chase") and PHH Mortgage, by 
and through undersigned counsel, and hereby jointly move. the Court for an order allowing 
telephonic appearance for the· hearing on Chase and PHH Mortgage's Motions for Summary 
Judgment. Counsel traveled 10 Lewiston, Idaho to take the depositions of Plaintiffs Charles and 
Donna Nickerson on October 3 and October 4, 2012, respectively. The grounds for this joint 
motion are that the record before the Court in this matter is complete, that counsel wish to avoid 
the additional. expense of further travel, and the fact that the motfons to be heard do not require 
the submission of additional evidence. 
. ,J 
DATED this-zi;, day of October, 2012. 
MOFFAT!', THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK& 
· FIELDS, CHARTERED 
~ B...,Y-====c.,,,c---~--------Jon fthe Finn 
Attorneys for JPMorgan Chase Bank, 
N.A. 
DA TED this.z;:fJ!f day of October, 2012. 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
By~~ 
Kipp L. Man waring - Of the Firm 
Attorneys for P~ 
JOINT MOTION FOR ORDER ALLOWING COUNSEL 
TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY FOR HEARING ON 
MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT~ 2 Client:2620035.1 
G:i'.1003/004 
575
10/23/2012 TUE 15:11 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 23rd day of October, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing JOINT MOTION FOR ORDER ALLOWING COUNSEL TO 
APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY FOR HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT to be served by the method indicated below:, and addressed to the following: 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm.ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
!;1]004/004 
JOINT MOTION FOR ORDER ALLOWING COUNSEL 
TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY FOR HEARING ON 













IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
CoW1ter-Claimant/Thlrd Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Order Granting Motion to Appear by Telephone - Page 1 
10650-Ni 
Case No. CV-2011-28 




Upon review of the motion filed by counsel for Plaintiff, PHH Mortgage, and good cause 
appearing therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Kipp L. Manwaring, counsel for the above named 
Plaintiff, may appear by telephone conference call at the hearing scheduled for November 7, 
2012 at 2:00 p.m. (PST). ( r) 
The court will initiate the call. @ ( ZOO/ ,;, q 1 
Mr. Manwaring will initiate the call to the court. L/7 U - 0 Cf 
IT IS SO ORDERED this ~ i-day of October 2012. 
Honorable Mic 
District Court Judge 
NOTICE OF ENTRY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of October 2012, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
N Hand Delivered U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid Facsimile 
[ ] Other _ ______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
W U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
l ] Hand Delivered 
.[.\1 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 







JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
5 P. 0. Drawer 285 
6 
7 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 




















IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONN A 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 

















COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
Third Party-Defendants. 




Case No. CV 2011-28 
OBJECTION TO AFFIDAVIT OF 
RONALD E. CASPERITE AND 
MOTION TO STRIKE 
-1-
LAW OFFICE;S O F 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 




























COMES NOW the Defendants Nickerson, by and through their attorney ofrecord, John C. 
Mitchell, and objects to the Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite and moves the court for an Order 
Striking the portion of said Affidavit that contains inadmissible hearsay, statements without proper 
foundation, factual and legal conclusions, speculation and otherwise inadmissible evidence. 
Specifically the following: 
• Paragraph 5 . Lack of foundation, hearsay. 
• Paragraph 6 . Lack of foundation, hearsay, best evidence rule. 
• Paragraph 7. Lack of foundation, hearsay, best evidence rule . 
• Paragraph 8. Lack of foundation, hearsay . 
• Paragraph 9. Lack of foundation, hearsay . 
• Paragraph 10. Lack of foundation, hearsay. 
The rules do allow affidavits to be presented, but only based on evidence that would 
otherwise be admissible at the time of a hearing. Said affidavit fails to comply with the Idaho Rules 
of Evidence (IRE). 
The Defendant moves to strike all such inadmissible evidence. 
DATED this 
OBJECTION and/or MOTION 
day of October, 2012. 
John . Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
-2-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 



























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
:?; .5-f-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the __ day of October, 2012, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. i U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office 0 Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. 0 Tclecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist Bl U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 0 Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 0 Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Jdaho 83405 0 Telecopy (208) 522-51 11 
I By: ______________ ____ _ 
Attorney for Dcfend'ants Nickerson 
2 6 OBJECTION and/or MOTION .3. 
LAW OFF ICCS OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 



























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
(1J l l ·.j$ 
I I ..,1 
IN THE DISTIUCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 

















COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 





Case No. CV 2011-28 
OBJECTION TO AFFIDAVIT OF JON 
STENQUIST AND MOTION TO 
STRJKE 
2 6 OBJECTION and/or MOTION -1-
l.AW OF'F'ICCS 0~ 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 





























COMES NOW the Defendants Nickerson, by and through their attorney ofrecord, John C. 
Mitchell, and objects to the Affidavit of Jon Stenquist and moves the court for an Order Striking the 
portion of said Affidavit that contains inadmissible hearsay, statements without proper foundation, 
factual and legal conclusions, speculation and otherwise inadmissible evidence. Specifically the 
following: 
• Exhibits E, F, G, and H: Lack of foundation and hearsay. 
The rules do allow affidavits to be presented, but only based on evidence that would 
otherwise be admissible at the time of a hearing. Said affidavit fails to comply with the Idaho Rules 
of Evidence (IRE). 
The Defendant moves to strike all such inadmissible evidence. 
DATED this 31_ day of October, 2012. 
OBJECTION and/or MOTION 
/ 
Jofm.1 . Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Att ey for Defendants Nickerson 
-2-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 



























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ / )f" day of October, 2012, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. g' U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office 0 Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. 0 Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist ~ U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 0 Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 0 Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 0 Telccopy (208) 522-5111 
~ ) 
/ ~---,, 
By: "' 1 T ~ 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
t 
2 6 OBJECTION and/or MOTION -3-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 



























JOl-TN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 20 I 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ldaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
~ll ~~ .,, '5 
LU L y/J v 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 

















COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PITH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 





Case No. CV 2011 -28 
AFFJDA VIT OF JOI-IN C. MITCHELL 
2 6 AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN C. MITCHELL -1-
LAW OF"f"ICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 8350 1 
585
1 STATE OF IDAHO ) 
2 ) ss. 























JOHN C. MITCHELL , being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am the attorney for Defendants Nickersons in the above-entitled action. 
2. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of page 1 and page 7 of the Nickersons 
Answers to Interrogatories and Requests for Production regarding Chase. 
3. Attached as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of escrow statement which was received 
from Chase in this matter. 
4. Attached as Exrubit C is a true and correct copy of insurance letters which was received 
from Chase in this matt; ·,',r 
DATED this _ )_ day of October, 2012. 
Jo~. Mitchel I 
"'S 5f 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this _ /_ day of October, 2012. 
--z;;) ) I 4, ) '-l (; 4 , )..i:J 
Notary Public ip and for the State ofldaho 
Residing at: l ( ( vi, S /n 1 , ~ f d 
My commission expires: 't j / c C, ) I 9'. 
r I 
2 6 AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN C. MITCHELL -2-
LAW O l'" F ICE:S OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 



























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
:; s+--
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _1_/ _ day of October, 2012, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist ~ U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mai l 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
By: ( l/z -?[ ,-;;;;ti ~ ' Atr for Defendants Nickerson 
2 6 AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN C. MITCHELL -3-
LAW OFFICE:S OF" 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 





















JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
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Case No. CV 2011-28 
NICKERSONS' ANSWERS TO THIRD 
PARTY DEFENDANT JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS TO 
THIRD PAR TY PLAINTIFF'S 
CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON 
20 COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and 
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Bradon Howell, Just Law: Mr. Howell informed the Nickersons of the default amount. The 
Nickersons' told him that they disputed that default amount. The Nickersons told Mr. Howell 
(a) that Chase/PHH were fraudulently attempting to take their property, (b) that their last payment 
was made on January 21, 2010, and ( c) that they were denied the opportunity to make any payments 
after that January date. The Nickersons also told him that they wanted to work out a resolution with 
his client and bring the account into good standing. The Nickersons clearly stated to Mr. Howell that 
they wanted to keep the property and explained that they had the financial resources to do so. The 
Nickersons expressed how damaging Mr. Howell's client's proceedings were to their credit rating 
and that it was creating extreme financial hardship for them. The Nickersons pointed out their parcel 
was a 50 acre parcel and a non-judicial foreclosure was not appropriate. Mr. Howll state he would 
speak with Jason Rammell and get back to them. Mr. Howell, spoke with Mr. Rammell and then 
informed the Nickersons that Mr. Rammell would be going forward with the non-judicial 
foreclosure. 
Jason Rammell: The Nickersons requested to speak with Mr. Rammell. Bradon Howell 
stated that he relayed the Nickerson' s information to Mr. Ramm ell, but Mr. Ramm ell said they were 
hired to foreclose and were going forward with the foreclosure. 
Pete Elliot, Genworth Financial (PMI Insurance Provider): The Nickersons spoke with this 
Genworth Financial customer service employee. Aware of entire situation. 
Michael, Genworth Financial (PMI Insurance Provider): The Nickersons spoke with this 
Genworth Financial customer service employee. Aware of entire situation. 
Discovery is ongoing and this answer may be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Identify each and every payment you have made pursuant to the 
terms of the Note and set forth in detail the date, method and payee for each payment. 
ANSWER: Nickersons are in the process of looking for proof of all of the payments that 
they have made. The payments JP Morgan claims have been made are not inclusive of all of the 
payments made. For example a payment of $4,549.04 was made in July of 2009. Some of the 
payments were made electronically, some were mailed, and some were delivered by hand to 
NICKERSONS' ANSWERS TO THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S FIRST SET OF DISCOVERY -7-
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 83501 
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Annual Escrow Account Disclosure Statement 
Customer Care 
Customer Care Phone: 1-800-848-9"136 
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DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO 80X3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 
YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY 
Principal Balance: 
Escrow Balance: 
Next Payment Due: 
$261,562.14 
$3,613-77- Property Address: 
12/01/08 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofirio, lD 
Prior Payment Breakdown 




$2,328.99 Total Payment 
New·Payment Breakdown Effective 09/01/09 
Principal and Interest $1,760.36 
Escrow $460.37 
Total Payment $2,220.73 
Keep this statement for your records.. This history compares the escrow activity that was projected for the past period with your 
actual escrow activity. Because taxes and insurance premiums were projections, the actual amounts paid may be different. 
Comparing Projections to the Actual Payments 
Prior Year Projection Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Description Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow account escrow account Balance 
Beginnina Balance $0.00 $0.00 $1,147.30 $0.00 $0.00 S17.13 
Payment 09/08 $474.45 $0.00 $1,621.75 S0.00* $0.00 S17_ 13 
Pmi 09/08 $0.00 $187.63 $1,434.12 $0.00* $0.00* S17.13 
Pmi 09/08 $0.00 $0.00 $1,434.12 $0.00 $187.63* $170.50-
Payment 10/08 $474.45 $0.00 $1,908.57 $0.00* $0.00 $170.50-
Pmi 1Q/08 $0.00 $187-63 $1720.94 $0.00* $0.00* $170.50-
Pmi 10/08 $0.0D $0.00 $1,720.94 $0.00 $187.63* $358.13· 
Payment 11/08 $474.45 1$0.00 $2,195.39 $1,137.26* $0.00 $779.13 
Pmi 11/08 $0.00 $187.63 $2007.76 $0.00* $0.00* $779.13 
Prni 11/08 $0.00 $0.00 $2.007.76 $0.00 $187.63* $591.50 
P.aiment 12/08 $474.45 $0.00 $2,482.21 $0.00* $0.0D §§91.5D 
Pmi 12/08 $0.00 $187.63 $2,294.58 $0.0D* $0.00* $591.50 
CounD!:Tax 12/08 $0.00 $1.720.98 $573.65 $0.00 $1,636.43* $1 044.93-
Pm! 12/08 $0.00 $0.00 $573.65 $0.00 $187.63* $1,232.56-
-pa~ent 01/09 $474.45 $0.00 "' $1,048.10 $0.00* $0.00 $1232.56-
Pmi -- 01/09 $0:00 $187.63· $860.47 .$0.00 .. $0.00* $1,232.56-
Pmi 01/09 $0.00 $0.00 $860.47 $0.00 $187.63* $1',420:19-
Pal'.'.ment 02/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,334.92 $568.63* $0.00 $851.56-
Pmi 02/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,147.29 $0.00* $0.00* $B51.56-
Prrii 02/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1,147.29 $0.00 $187.63* $1,039.19-
Pay:ment 03/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,621.74 SO.DO* $0.00 $1,039.19-
Pml 03/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1434.11 $0.00* $0.00* $i 039.19-
Pmi 03/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1,434.11 $0.00 $187.63* $1226.82-
Pay:ment 04/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,908.56 $0.00* $0.00 $1 226.82-
Pmi 04/09 $0.00 $187.63 §!1,720.93 $0.0Q* $0.00* $1,226.82-
Pmi 04/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1,720.93 $0.00 $187.63* $1 414.45-
Pa~ment 05/09 $474.45 $0.00 $2,195.38 $0.00* $0.00 $1,414.45-
Pmi 05/09 $0.00 $187.63 $2,007.75 $0.00* $0.00* $1 414.45-
Pmi 05/09 $0.00 $0.00 $2,007.75 $0.00 $187.63* $1602.08-
Coun~Tax 05/09 $0.00 $0.00 $2,007.75 $0.00 $1,636.43"" $3,238.51-
Pa:trnent 06/09 $474.45 $0.00 $2,482.20 $0.00* $0.00 $3288.51-
Pmi 06/09 $0.00 $187.63 $2,294.57 $0.00" $0.00 .. $3,238.51-
Coun~Tax 06/09 $0.00 $1,720.93 $573.64 $0.00 $0.00* $3,238.51-
Pml 06/09 $0.00 $0.00 $573.64 $0.00 $187.63* $3,426.14-
Pa:l!Qent 07/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,048.09 $4,549.04* $0.00 ~1,122.90 
Pml 07/09 $0.00 $187.63 $860.46 $0.00* $187.63 $935.27 
Pa:l!Qent 08/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,334.91 $568.63" $0.00 $1,503.90 
• Bther the date or the amount differs from the previous projection. Your previous Escrow Aocount Disclosure Statement projected payments to 
your esorow acoount would be $474.45 monthly, totaling $5,693.40. Under 
federal law, your lowest monthly balance should not go below $948.90. 
Escrow Surplus Information 
EXHIBIT 
j 6 ,D REDACTED 3 
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C:HASEO 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 




REDMOND, WA 98073-3414 
5379 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
. -- -ORGFlNG,ID 83§44--
Loan Number. 0920 
Dear: DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowners Insurance information on your prqperty. Please 
send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 04/19/2008 . 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard insurance 
information. This ls the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. Please ask your 
agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address shown below or to fax 
the policy information to the Insurance Department at 678--475-8799. To ensure prompt service, please include 
your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. You may also provide this information to us 
by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, referencing PIN (CMM8600). 
hi our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we receive 
future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating of your insurance 
policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company ta verify that your policy includes the correct "mortgagee 
clause" which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
P.O. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this letter. If 
you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this time, we will have 
no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely to be much higher than 
you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please note that if a lapse occurred 
between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the effective date of your new coverage, 





CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
P.O. BOX 47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 . 
1-877-530-8951 Insurance Processing Center 
12/22/2008 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073-3414 
663 
SUBJECT: Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544-
Re: Loan Number: 0920 
Dear Customer(s) 
Thank you for providing evidence of your hazard insurance coverage. We have updated our records to 
show the current information. The temporary coverage that we obtained was canceled without charge 
to your account. 
We appreciate your assistance in providing this information to us. 
If you have any additional questions, please contact our Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951, 
where a Customer Care Professional is available to assist you Monday through Friday from 
9:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m., Eastern Time. 
Sincerely, 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
IMPORT ANf BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account are subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 




Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
September 11, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner's Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 11/06/2007. 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard 
insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. 
Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address 
shown below or to fax the policy information to the Insurance Department at 1-678-475-8799. To ensure 
prompt service, please include your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, 
referencing PIN Clv'tM8600. 
In our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we 
receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating 
of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy includes 
the correct ·mortgagee clause" which reads exactly as follows: · 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this 
letter. If you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this 
time, we will have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely 
to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please 
note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the 
effective date of your new coverage, Chase will charge you for the coverage that we purchase for 
the lapse period. 
REDACTED NICKOOOJ 
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If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
~ --- - - . ------ -- - -
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
NICK0004 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P-.0. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
September 17, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
SUBJECT:__ Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NE-FF-RD- - -- -- - -- - --
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner's Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of Horneowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 09 / 1612008. 
Under the tenns of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard 
insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. 
Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address 
shown below or to fax the policy information to the Insurance Department at 1-678-475-8799. To ensure 
prompt service, please include your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, 
referencing PIN CMM8600. 
In our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we 
receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating 
of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy includes 
the correct "mortgagee clauseq which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we rec.eive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this 
letter. If you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this 
time, we will have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely 
to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please 
note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the 
effective date of your new coverage, Chase will charge you for the coverage that we purchase for 
the lapse period. 
REDACTED NICKOOOS 
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If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you x your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
NICKOOOG 
596
. CHASE HOME FINANCE Lll 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
September 18, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
American Securit¥- Insurance Company_ 
PO Box 50355, Atlanta, GA 30302 
HAZARD INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number: 0920 
Dear Borrower: 
Your Mortgage.Lender has requested cancellation of the hazard insurance that was issued in compliance 
with your home mortgage agreement. This cancellation is effective at 12:01 a.m. on 09/16/2007. The 
reason for this cancellation is: 
You provided evidence of other insurance coverage. 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
lnsurance Processing Center 
September 19, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information Requir
ed in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3t65-NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner's Insurance inf
ormation on your property. 
Please send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period b
eginning 09/16/2008. 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provid
e us with current hazard 
insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have c
ontinuous property insurance. 
Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insu
rance infonnation to the address 
shown below or to fax the policy information to the Insurance Departmen
t at 1-6 78-475-8799. To ensure 
prompt service, please include your loan number on all correspondence m
ailed or faxed to our office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visiting our Web site at w
ww.mycoverageinfo.com, 
referencing PlN CMM8600. 
In our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan numb
er, will help to ensure that we 
receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable th
e prompt payment or updating 
of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent·or company t
o verify that your policy includes 
the correct "mortgagee clause" which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS ANO/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days fr
om the day you receive this 
letter. !f you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the
 period listed above by this 
time, we will have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for y
ou at a cost that is likely 
to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain y
our own coverage, please 
note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeown
er's Insurance and the 
effective date of your new coverage, Chase will charge you for the cove
rage that we purchase for 
the lapse period. 
REDACTED NICKOOOB 
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If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877·530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
.-----·-~ --- - .- -· ~. 
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
NICK0009 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
October 21, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
NOTICE OF PLACEMENT OF INSURANCE -BINDER ENCLOSED 
PLEASE READ CAREFULLY. 
-- ·- -~-
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information 
Loan Number: 0920 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON! 
According to the terms of your mortgage, you are required to maintain continuous hazard insurance 
coverage on your property and ensure that your lender receives evidence of this coverage. 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner's Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of insurance coverage for the period beginning 09/16/2008; to the address above 
or fax proof of coverage with the loan number to 1-678-475-8799. You may also provide this information 
to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, referencing PIN CMM8600. This is the only 
way we will know that you have insurance. 
If you do not have hazard insurance coverage or we are unable to confirm that your property is 
adequately insured within the next 30 days, we will have no choke but to purchase a limited hazard 
insurance policy for you at a cost that ;s likely to be much higher than you would pay on your own. 
This policy will remaihj~ effect until you are able to provide LJs W'ith evidence,of coverage. In the 
interim, we have enclosed an insurance binder that we obtained in order to provide limited 
protection against loss until the earlier of (a) the date we receive proof of insurance coverage or (b) 
th.~ t:!~.t~ we P,Urc:has~ a. policy f9r yq~. Ey~i, if yp1.,1 ol:>tain yoµr o:wn coverage, please be aware that if 
there is a gap between the cancella:don of your Homeowner·s Insurance and the effective date of 
your new coverage, you will be charged for the coverage that we purchase for the lapse period. 
The terms of your mortgage or deed of trust requires you to maintain hazard insurance coverage on 
your property and perm its us to purchase it at your expense if you fail to do so. If we purchase this 
insurance, your escrow account will be charged for the premiums due. If you do not have an escrow 
account, we will establish one. In either case, your monthly mortgage payments will increase. 
If you do not have current insurance, please consider the following: 
• lf we obtain hazard insurance for you, the cost is Likely to be muc;h higher than insurance you 
can obtain on your own. This is because the hazard insurance we purchase is issued 
automatically without evaluating the risk of insuring your property. The premium for this 
insurance coverage will be $2,870.00. You can determine the difference in the cost by comparing 
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company who presently owns your mortgage loan. If you incur property damage or loss, you may 
not have adequate coverage for any damages that you suffer because the person or company that 
owns your loan Will be paid first. The enclosed insurance binder lists the amount of coverage that 
will be purchased for you if do not provide us with proof of insurance. 
• The hazard insurance we obtain will cover only the structure of your home (i.e., the walls, 
floors, roof and anything permanently attached). 
It will not.cover your furniture or any of your other personal belongings. 
It will not cover the cost of temporarily living outside of your home because it was damaged 
and is being repaired. 
• It will not cover any liability to you personally for someone who is injured whfle on your 
property. 
• The hazard insurance we obtain will not cover any amount you feel your home is worth in excess 
of the last amount of dwelling coverage thatyou obtained and we entered on our records. If we 
do not know the last amount of insurance coverage you obtained, we will purchase coverage in 
the amount of the unpaid principal balance of your loan on the date we request the insurance 
-cv\ierage to begin·; - · - · --
If Chase purchases insurance for you, an affiliate-of Chase may benefit. This benefit may occur 
because the insurance company wiU transfer some or all of the risk under the policy to a Chase affiliate 
in return for a portion of the insurance premium. This is called reinsurance and may result in a financial 
~ain to the Chase affiliate. 
We strongly recommend that you obtain your own insurance coverage; This will allow you to choose a.-
policy that meets your needs from a company that you select. Your choice of an insurance company or 
agent will not affect our credit decisions in any way. If you purchase your own insurance, please send 
evidence of coverage immediately to the address below or you may fax a copy of your policy to 
1-678-475-8799. Your policy must show the standard mortgagee clause listed below and your loan 
number. The standard mortgagee clause should read exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Even if you cannot obtain insurance before we are required to obtain it for you, you should keep 
trying to do so. Once you do, we will cancel the limited insurance we obtained and replace it with 
yours. We will charge you for the coverage we obtained only for the time the coverage was tn effect. 
\f you are due a refund, your escrow account will be credited. 
If you or your insurance agent have any questions about·your obligation to provide evidence of insurance 




Insurance Processing Center 
Important Bankruptcy Information 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 









I Sub I Minor 
I 0011 I a1so 
0920 
AMERICAN SECURITY INSURANCE COMPANY 
POB0X50355 
10/21/2009 




ADDITIONAL INSURED-NAME AND ADDRESS: NAMED INSURED MORTGAGEE-NAME AND ADDRESS: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
!TS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX 47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
1-877-530-8951 
Binder period : Described Location (if different from mailina address above): 
EFFECTIVE TIME: ·o -NOON · [RJ12:01 AM - -·.~-- ·-·--- . .. -- ---- ----·-
Mo.I Dav I Yr. . Coverage Amount 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO. ID 83544 
INCEPTION 09/16/2008 $299,000 
Annual Premium 
EXPIRATION 11/15/2008 $2,870.00 
Please note that this binder is for a 60 day period. It can not be renewed. 
The premium shown above is for a full one year policy. The lender will place a policy for you if you 
do not give them proof of insurance on your house. You will be charged for each day that you do not 
have your own insurance policy. 
This binder covers your house for risk of direct loss subject to the terms of the policy. This coverage is 
limited to the house only. Your personal property and liability are not covered. For example, if your 
house was burglarized, it would not cover the stolen property. 
CLAIMS INFORMATION ONLY 
1-800-326-2845 
MSP-RES-B-(8/88) 
ALL OTHER lNQU!RIES 
1-877-530-8951 
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INSURANCE CENTER 
P .0. BOX 47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
November 27, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
NOTICE OF PLACEMENT OF INSURANCE 
PLEASE READ CAREFULLY 
SUBJECT: Loan Number: 0920 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Dear Customer(s): 
Enclosed is a policy that renews your lender-placed insurance policy. We originally placed this policy on 
your house because acceptable proof of coverage was not provided to us. The annual renewal premium is 
shown below and on the enclosed policy. This premium will be charged to your esc!!)~.9-_ccount 
Your mortgage or deed of trust permits us to obtain this insurance at your expense. The terms and 
conditions of your mortgage require you to maintain hazard insurance coverage on your property that is 
acceptable to the lender. We obtained this insurance for you, which will remain in place until you provide 
us with a copy of acceptable hazard insurance coverage for your property. For the reasons discussed in 
this letter, we urge you to obtain your own insurance. This will allow you to choose a policy that 
meets your needs from a company that you select. You are likely to save a substantial amount if you 
do so. Your choice of an insurance company or agent wilt not affect our credit decisions in any way. 
The insurance company must, however, have a minimum rating from A.M. Best Company of "A"' or better. 
As a reminder to you: 
• 
• 
The cost of the insurance we obtained for you is Likely to be much higher than insurance you purchase 
on your own. A major reason for the higher cost is that the insurance we obtained is issued 
automatically, without evaluating the risk characteristic of the property. The premium for the 
insurance coverage is $2,870.00. You should compare this cost to what an insurance company would 
charge you for your own insurance policy. 
The insurance coverage we obtained is primarily for the benefit of the person or company who 
presently owns your mortgage loan. If you incur property damage or loss, you may not have adequate 
coverage for any damages that you suffer. 
" The coverage we obtained covers only the structure of your home (i.e., the walls, floor, roof and 
anything permanently attached). 
• It will not cover your furniture or any of your other personal belongings. 
• It will not cover the cost of temporarily living outside your home because it was damaged and is being 
repaired. 
• rt will !JQt cover any liability to you personally for someone who is injured while on your property . 
REDACTED NICK0014 
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The coverage we obtained will not cover any amounts you feel your home is worth in excess of the last amount of insurance coverage that you obtained and we received. If we did not know the last amount of insurance coverage you obtained, we obtained coverage ln the amount of the unpaid principal balance of your toan on the date we requested the insurance coverage to be issued. 
When Chase purchases insurance for you, an affiliate of Chase may receive an economic benefit. This may occur because the insurance company will transfer some or all of the risk under the policy to a Chase affiliate in return for a portion of the insurance premium. This is called reinsurance and may result in a financial gain to the Chase affiliate. The reinsurance arrangement will not affect your insurance premium. 
Even though a renewal policy has been issued, you may sULl obtain your own insurance coverage. We strongly recommend that you do so. lf you obtain your own insurance, you must send proof immediately to the address below or you may fax a copy of your policy to 1-678-475-8799. Your proof must include evidence that the "standard mortgagee clause" is included in your insurance policy. A correct mortgagee clause, including your Loan number, will ensure that insurance notices are received in a timely manner and will enable the prompt payment of insurance premiums on your behalf. The "standard mortgagee clause" should read exactly as follows; 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Once you obtain your own insurance, we will cancel the insurance we obtained and replace it with yours. We will charge you for the coverage we obtained only for the time the coverage was in effect (i.e., prior to the effective date of the coverage you obtain). If you are due a refun_d, your escrow account will be credited. 




Insurance Processing Center 
Important Bankruptcy Information 





Maior I Sub I Minor I State 
08686 !0011 I 0000 I 10 
AMERICAN SECURITY INSURANCE t.,_,MPANY 
PO BOX 50355, ATLANTA, GA 30302 
770-763•1000 
RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY 
ADDmONAL INSURED ENDORSEMENT 
POLICY NUMBER: 
ALR21022965657 
ADDITIONAL INSURED-Narne and Address (Street No_, City, Stale, Zlp) 
DONNA NICKERSON 
NAMED INSURED/MORTGAGEE-Name and Addr= 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
CHARLES R NICKERSON ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 POBOX3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
LOAN NUMBER: 0920 
Coverage is provided where a premium or unit of fiabifrty is shown for the coveraHe subject to aU conditions of this policy 
POUCY PERIOD ONE YEAR COVERAGES LIMITS OF LIABILITY PREMIUM 
EFFECTIVE DA TE: 09/16/2009 EXPIRA11DNOATE: 09/16/2010 DWELLING $299,000 $2,870.00 
EFFECTIVE TIME: NOON D 12:01 A_M. 00 
DESCRIBED LOCATION (If dlfferentfrom marling addressal>ove) 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
SECURITY INTEREST: 
ANNUAL PREMlUM AMOUNT $2,870.00 
, ... ~.- --· ,. ANNUAL TOTAL CHARGED- ---··--- $2,B7o.oo-· 
Fonns and endorsements Which are made a part of this poflcy at time of tsSU" 
MSP-RES(5-91},MSP-RES(8-88),MSP-RES-END-ID-1007,CP13000A-R(3-09) 
Subject to the terms and provisions of the Mortgage Service Program, Residential Property Mortgagee's 
Policy, including but not limited to the Residential Property coverage form attached hereto, it is agreed that 
the insurance applies to the property described above and to any person shown as an Additional Insured 
with respect to such property, subject to the following additional provisions: 
a. The above Named Insured Mortgagee is authorized to act for such Additional Insureds in all matters 
pertaining to tbis insurance including receipt of Notice of Cancellation, and return premium, if any. 
b. The above Named In.sured Mortgagee is authorized to advance all funds to be recovered from 
the Additional Insured for the insurance afforded. 
c. -Loss, if any, shall be adjusted with and payable to the above Named Insured Mortgagee, and the 
Additional Insureds as their interests may appear, either by a single instrument so worded or by 
separate insrruments payable respectively to the Named Insured Mortgagee and the Additional 
Insured, at our option. 
With respect to all perils except Theft or Vandalism and Malicious Mischief, the sum of $500 sruill be 
deducted from the amount which would otherwise be recoverable for each loss separately occurring. With 
respect to Theft or Vandalism and Malicious Mischief a $500 per loss deductible applies. With respect to 
vacant property a $1,000 per loss deductible applies for Theft or Vanclallsm and Malicious Mischief_ 








Authorized Represent.ative NICK0016 GE1031 
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NAMED INSURED MORTGAGEE - Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
JTS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
ADDITIONAL INSURED / MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
PROPERTY ADDRESS 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0920 
POLICY NUMBER: ALR21022965657 
DATE [SSUE: February 10, 2Di0 
AMERICAN SECURITY INSURANCE COMPANY 
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF NONRENEWAL 
. --- - -- ... --._.. ·---. -- - - --------- --. 
We hereby notify you in accordance with the terms and conditions of the policy, and in accordance with law, that 
the above-mentioned policy will expire effective 09/16/2009, at 12:01 am. (Standard Time) at the location of the 
property involved, and will NOT be renewed. 
Reason for nonrenewal: 
Request by the Named Insured Mortgagee. 
IMPORTANT NOTICE 
This insurance policy was purchased on your behalf because you did not maintain insurance coverage on your 
property as required by the terms of your loan. This policy will not be renewed for the reason indicated. If you 
purchase other insurance coverage on your property prior to the nonrenewal date, please mail a copy of the 
policy to the above-named mortgagee. Your lender-placed policy will be cancelled pro rata and your account will 






NAMED INSURED Mm .iAGEE - Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
POBOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Date of Is _ _a: February 11, 201 O 
ADDITIONAL INSURED I MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
AMERiCAN-SEGURITY INSURANGE-00MPANY ---------
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number: 0920 
Policy Number: ALR21022965657 
Dear Customer: 
The Named Insured Mortgagee/Lender has requested cancellation of the lender-placed insurance 
that was issued in compliance with your mortgage/lien agreement. This cancellation is effective at 
12:01 a.m. on 02/05/201 O. The reason for this cancellation is: 
Named lnsured's Request. Your loan has been transferred to another company and the 
mortgagee/lender no longer has an insurable interest in the property. 







· Ntl.MED INSURED MOF .AGEE - Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Date of L J: February 24, 2010 
ADDITIONAL INSURED / MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
P0BOX3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
._AMERLCAN.SE_CURITYJNSURANCE .. C.OMPAN'( __ __ _ 
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number. 0920 
Policy Number: ALR21022965657 
Dear Customer: 
The Named Insured Mortgagee/Lender has requested cancellation of the lender-placed insurance 
that was issued in compliance with your mortgage/lien agreement. This cancellation is effective at 
12:01 a.m. on 09/16/2009. The reason for this cancellation is: 
Named Insured's Request. 































JOHN CHARLES MITCIIELL 
CLARK and FEENE Y 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Nickersons 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND ruDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
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COMES NOW the Nickersons, by and through their attorney of record, and respectfully 
submits the following Memorandum in Opposition to Summary Judgement. 
UNDISPUTED FACTS 
The undisputed facts in this matter are few. The Nickersons admit that they signed a 
promissory note on or about October 4, 2002, and that the property that PHH is attempting to 
foreclose on was used to secure the promissory note. 
DISPUTED FACTS 
The disputed facts in this matter are numerous. The Nickersons will attempt to identify the 
most salient facts to this motion that are in dispute. 
Whether or not the Nickersons were in default in January of 2010. 
The Nickersons contend that they were in good standing with the note as of January of 2010. 
The basis for this belief is a representation from a Chase employee named Kim and a representation 
by Wells Fargo Bank, N .A. that Chase had represented in a credit report the Nickersons were current 
and in good standings as of January of 2010. See Amended Answer and Counterclaim 1 20 and 21. 
Both PHH and Chase claim that the Nickersons were in default as of January of 2010 but 
neither PHH and Chase are consistent in their factual assertions about the Nickersons being in 
default. 
First of all with regards to Chase, there is nothing in the record from Chase that meets the 
threshold foundational requirement for admissibility for purposes of its motion. There is not an 
2 3 affidavit from a Chase employee or representative. Counsel for Chase does not have the 
2 4 foundational capacity to provide a payment history allegedly made to PHH. Counsel for Chase does 
25 
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not have the foundational capacity to provide a payment history statement allegedly made to Chase. 
Counsel for Chase does not have the foundational capacity to submit allegedly mailed warning letters 
and modification letters from Chase into the record. 
Furthermore, its apparent that the Chase documents, while not admissible due to lack of 
foundation, are additionally inaccurate. For example, Nickersons allege that a payment of $4,549.04 
was made in July of 2009. See Exhibit A to Affidavit of John Mitchell. Said payment shows on the 
escrow statement but does not show on the payment history statement that Chase has attempted to 
provide the Court. See Exhibit B to Affidavit of John Mitchell. 
Another example is Exhibit G and Exhibit H to the affidavit of Chase's counsel. Exhibit G 
contains a letter from Chase dated January 4, 2009, in which Nickersons are allegedly $7,294.97 
behind and Exhibit H contains a letter from Chase dated February 7, 2009, in which Nickersons are 
allegedly $7,280.52 behind. 
A third example is the insurance letters that the Nickersons received from Chase. See Exhibit 
C to Affidavit of John Mitchell. A review of these insurance letters crystalizes the inaccuracy of 
Chase's records. 
When the note was transferred to Chase, the Nickersons immediately began having 
accounting problems with their account. See Amended Answer and Counterclaim~ 8. Nickersons 
made numerous requests for information about their account, including but not limited to statements 
but never received anything See Amended Answer and Counterclaim~ 12. During this time the 
Chase employees that Nickersons had contact with were rude, offensive, and threatening. See 
Amended Answer and Counterclaim ~ 13. 
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With regards to PHH, there is nothing in the record from PHH that meets the threshold 
foundational requirement for admissibility for purposes of its motion. While there is an affidavit 
from a PHH employee or representative, the person does not have the foundational capacity to state 
that the Nickersons missed at least ten months of payments when the note was serviced by Chase, 
or that Chase had offered Nickersons a work out proposal, or that PHH sent Nickersons a written 
notice of default. The best evidence rule requires that a copy of the written notice be supplied. The 
PHH employee does not have the foundational basis to state that in January of 2010, the Nickersons 
had missed 13 monthly payments and were in default in the amount of $30,276.87. Keep in mind 
that PHH did not begin servicing the note again till February of 2010. 
This information is also inconsistent with other documents that PHH has disclosed to 
Nickersons. Exhibit A to the Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint is a letter 
dated February 12, 2010, from PHH welcoming the Nickersons and informing them that they will 
soon be receiving a coupon book. Exhibit B to the Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party 
Complaint is a letter dated February 12, 2010, from PHH telling the Nickersons that they are in 
default in the amount of $32,605.86. Exhibit D to the Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third 
Party Complaint is a copy of the cover page and first coupon in the coupon book that the Nickersons 
subsequently received from PHH. 
The following list identifies key chronological dates in this case. 
• January 4, 2009, Chase alleges Nickersons are in default in the amount of $7,294.97 . 
• February 7, 2009, Chase alleges Nickersons are allegedly $7,280.52 behind. 
• The only two notices of default that Chase has provided for the record is January and 
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February of 2009. No other notices of default have been provided by Chase. 
Nickersons have identified at least one payment of$4,549.04 that was made in July of2009 
that Chase did not recognize in its payment history. 
Nickersons made a payment in September of 2009 . 
Nickersons were told by a Chase employee to not make a payment in October of 2009 . 
Nickersons made a payment in November of 2009. 
Nickersons made a payment in December of 2009 . 
• Nickersons made a payment in January of 2010. 




Nickersons were also told by Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. that Chase had represented in a credit 
report the Nickersons were current and in good standings as of January of 2010. 
Chase did not give written notice that Nickersons account was being transferred . 




Nickersons made numerous requests for information to Chase about their account, including 
but not limited to statements but never received anything. 
Some of the Chase employees that Nickersons had contact with were rude, offensive, and 
threatening. 
PHH claims that as of January 2010, the Nickersons had missed 13 monthly payments on 
their loan and were in default in the amount of $30,276.87 but this is not supported by any 
detail on how and why that amount is accurate. PHH also claims that as of February 2010, 
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the Nickersons had missed payments for at least ten months. 
In February of 2010, PHH sends the Nickersons two different letters dated on the same day 
with one telling them they are in default and the other welcoming them and informing them 
they will soon receive a coupon book which the Nickersons later did. 
PHH admits it would not accept any payments less than what it thought the amount of default 
plus accrued interest and costs was after it got the note back in February of 2010. 
Since February of 2010, Nickersons have not been given the opportunity to make monthly 
payments on the note. See Amended Answer and Counterclaim 134. As a result of this matter, 
Nickersons' credit rating has been destroyed. See Amended Answer and Counterclaim 1 36. 
Nickersons have subsequently lost out on several business opportunities as a direct result of the 
actions of Chase and PHH. Id. 
ARGUMENT 
Summary judgment is appropriate only when there is no genuine issue of material fact and 
only after the pleadings, depositions, admissions, and affidavits show that there is no genuine issue 
as to any material fact. I.R.C.P. 56(c). The burden of proving the absence of an issue of material 
fact rests at all times upon the moving party. Blickenstaff v. Clegg, 140 Idaho 572,577, 97 P.3d 439, 
444 (2004) ( citations omitted). To meet this burden, the moving party must challenge in its motion, 
and establish through evidence, that no issue of material fact exists for an element of the nonmoving 
party's case. Id. The facts are to be liberally construed in favor of the party opposing the motion, 
who is also to be given the benefit of all favorable inferences which might be reasonably drawn from 
the evidence. Anderson v. Ethington, 103 Idaho 658, 651 P.2d 923 (1982); Moss v. Mid-America 
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Fire & Marine Ins. Co., 103 Idaho 298, 647 P.2d 754 (1982). If reasonable persons could reach 
different findings or draw conflicting inferences from the evidence, the motion must be denied. 
Wade Baker & Sons Farms v. Corp. of the Presiding Bishop of the Church of Jesus Christ ofLatter-
Day Saints, 136 Idaho 922, 42 P.3d 715 (2002). 
PHH IS NOT ENTITLED TO FORECLOSURE 
NO CREDIBLE AND ADMISSIBLE EVIDENCE OF DEFAULT. 
To be entitled to foreclosure, PHH must first show that the Nickersons are in default on the 
underlying promissory note. There is no credible and admissible evidence in the record that 
establishes that Nickersons are in default of the promissory note. 
PHH admits that in February of2010 it considered the Nickersons in default of the note and 
refused to accept any further payments unless those payment were going to cure in full the total 
amount of default plus accrued interest and costs. Prior to February of 2010, the note was serviced 
by Chase and thus for the Nickersons to be in default of the note, it must have occurred when Chase 
was servicing the note. 
The record in front ofthis Court does not contain any credible and admissible evidence from 
Chase or PHH that the Nickersons were in default of the note when the note was transferred from 
Chase to PHH in February of 2010. 
There is nothing in the record from a Chase employee or representative. Thus none of the 
documents that Chase attempts to rely on in is admissible. There is no foundation, no authentication, 
is inadmissible hearsay, and violates the best evidence rule. 
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Even if admissible, the documents that Chase relies on are nonsensical and clearly inaccurate. 
The only two notices of default that Chase has provided are dated January of2009 and February of 
2009. It's important to note that the amount of default decreased according to the notices from 
January to February of 2009. Clearly this is evidence that Chase's accounting was inaccurate. 
The payment history that Chase attempts to rely on does not account for the payment of 
$4,549.04 which was made in July of 2009. Clearly this is evidence that Chase's accounting was 
inaccurate. 
After February 2009 Nickersons made undisputed payments and a Chase employee told 
Nickersons that their account was in good standing in January of 2010 and Nickersons were also told 
by Wells Fargo Bank, N .A. that Chase had represented in a credit report the Nickersons were current 
and in good standings as of January of 2010. Neither of these representations have been disputed 
by Chase. 
Chase also failed to notify the Nickersons in writing that the note was being transferred to 
PHH. 
Like Chase, PHH has not provided any credible or admissible evidence that the Nickersons 
were in default of the note when the note was transferred from Chase to PHH in February of 2010. 
While there is an affidavit from a PHH employee or representative, the person does not have the 
foundational capacity to state that the Nickersons missed at least ten months of payments when the 
note was serviced by Chase, or that Chase had offered Nickersons a work out proposal, or that PHH 
sent Nickersons a written notice of default. The best evidence rule requires that a copy of the written 
notice be supplied. The PHH employee does not have the foundational basis to state that in January 
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of 2010, the Nickersons had missed 13 monthly payments and were in default in the amount of 
$30,276.87. Keep in mind that PHH did not begin servicing the note again till February of 2010. 
Neither is this information consistent with other documents that PHH has disclosed to 
Nickersons. Exhibit A to the Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint is a letter 
dated February 12, 2010 from PHH welcoming the Nickersons and informing them that they will 
soon be receiving a coupon book. Exhibit B to the Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party 
Complaint is a letter dated February 12, 2010 from PHH telling the Nickersons that they are in 
default in the amount of $32,605.86. Exhibit D to the Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third 
Party Complaint is a copy of the cover page and first coupon in the coupon book that the Nickersons 
subsequently received from PHH. 
There is no evidence in the record that would support a conclusion that Nickersons were in 
default when the note was transferred to PHH in February of 2010. Thus PHH's claim for 
foreclosure must be denied. 
As an aside, both Chase and PHH want to switch the burden to the Nickersons about burden 
of proof, especially when it comes to default. Chase and PHH argue that because the Nickersons 
cannot show cancelled checks or receipts for every payment that they are in default ... end of story. 
This is simply inaccurate. PHH has the burden to show that Nickersons are in default as of February 
2010 when it by its own admission refused to accept any further payments. The party asserting 
default has the burden of showing what payments where made, what payments were missed, late 
fees, etc. In other words, the party needs to establish the foundation for the total amount of alleged 
default. No evidence has been submitted to support such a finding and thus PHH's motion for 
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summary judgment on foreclosure should be denied. 
BOTH PHH AND CHASE HA VE VIOLATED THE COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR 
DEALING. 
PHH argue that ifNickersons could show that they made all monthly payments between 2008 
and 2010 that they might have grounds for complaint but that the account history shows that the 
Nickersons defaulted in making 11 monthly payments. Keeping in mind that PHH has not provided 
an admissible account history this statement really shows that neither PHH or Chase have an idea 
about the Nickersons' note and the payments that have been made. Counsel for PHH argues 
Nickersons missed 11 payments while in the inadmissable affidavit of the PHH employee he states 
at least 10 payments in one part of his affidavit and 13 payments in another. It is clear that PHH and 
Chase have really no accurate idea about the Nickersons' note. 
Chase makes the same argument. It claims that Nickersons cannot produce a single 
document to evidence a mistake in Chase's accounting. Nickersons respectfully request the Court 
review the facially obvious mistakes in Chase's alleged January and February 2009 notices of 
default; the payment that was made in July of2009 that does not show in Chase's records, and the 
insurance letters. Although inadmissible, substantively there is nothing but mistakes in Chase's 
records. 
As set forth in the verified Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint, the 
Nickersons tried and tried again to work with both Chase and PHH to figure out what was going on 
with their account. Neither Chase or PHH made a good faith effort and instead refused to accept 
payments, instituted this action and in the process destroyed Nickersons' credit rating. 
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As such, the Nickersons respectfully request that the both PHH and Chase's motion on this 
issue be denied. 
BOTH PHH AND CHASE HA VE BREACHED THE NOTE. 
Both PHH and Chase argue that it complied with sending proper notices. As already 
addressed above, neither PHH or Chase has provided any admissible evidence in this record. With 
that being said, Chase apparently argues that it complied by sending proper notices. These notices 
presumably are the January and February 2009 notices. After these notices Nickersons made 
numerous payments and were told by a Chase employee that they were in good standing. As such, 
Nickersons respectfully request that the both PHH and Chase's motion on this issue be denied. 
BOTH PHH AND CHASE HA VE VIOLA TED RESP A. 
Both PHH and Chase have violated section (b) of RESP A which requires a transferor to 
notify the borrower not less than 15 days before the effective date of transfer. Also according to 
RESP A there is a 60 day grace period from the effective date of the transfer and the transferee may 
not impose a late fee and no such payment may be treated as late for any other purposes if the 
payment is received by the transferor servicer before the due date applicable to such payment. 
Damages available under RESP A include actual damages, statutory damages not to exceed $1,000, 
and costs including reasonable attorney fees. 
Again while neither PHH or Chase has provided any admissible evidence in this record, none 
of the documents provided by Chase establishes that it met the RESP A requirements by providing 
Nickersons notice of the transfer in February of 2010. With regards to PHH, Nickersons contend 
that they attempted to make monthly payments to PHH after February of2010 and PHH admits that 
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it would not take monthly payments from Nickersons after February of 2010. Such conduct is in 
violation of the 60 day grace period. 
As such, Nickersons respectfully request that the both PHH and Chase's motion on this issue 
be denied. 
BOTH PHH AND CHASE HA VE VIOLATED THE FAIR DEBT COLLECTIONS ACT AND 
THE FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT. 
Since February of 2010, Nickersons have not been given the opportunity to make monthly 
payments on the note. As a result of this matter, Nickersons' credit rating has been destroyed. 
Nickersons have subsequently lost out on several business opportunities as a direct result of the 
actions of Chase and PHH. Chase employees have been rude and threatening to Nickcrsons. As 
such, Nickersons respectfully request that the both PHH and Chase' s motion on this issue be denied. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, the Nickersons respectfully request that the Court deny PHH's and 
Chase' s motion for summary judgment. 
DATED this "i I ~ ~ay of October, 2012. 
{ 
C. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
A orney for Nickersons 
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PHH Mortgage Corporation opposes the Nickersons' motion to strike the affidavit of 
Ronald Casperite. 
The Nickersons move to strike paragraphs 5 through 10 of Capsterite's affidavit on 
grounds of lack of foundation, hearsay, and for paragraphs 6 and 7 an added ground of best 
evidence rule. None of the Nickersons' objections have merit. 
Paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 of Casperite's affidavit provide foundation for the testimony 
contained in subsequent paragraphs. Casperite is a Complex Liason for PHH. He managed the 
loan file pertaining to the Nickersons. He has personal knowledge of the facts on which he bases 
his testimony. 
In paragraph 5, Casperite explains that upon Chase's delivery of the Nickersons' loan file 
to PHH, the file should the loan was in default due to missed payments for at least 10 months. 
There is no hearsay statement contained in that paragraph. Testimony based upon records kept as 
part of regular business activity is admissible. I.R.E. 803(6). Casperite adequately laid 
foundation for his competency in testifying about the Nickersons' loan file. 
Paragraph 6 is testimony showing that the loan file documents included an offer for a 
work out proposal that the Nickersons' never signed. Again, there is no hearsay statement. 
Casperite is entitled to testify concerning business records. I.R.E. 803(6), (15). As to the "best 
evidence rule" objection, I.R.E. 901(b)(l) provides that the testimony of a witness with 
knowledge satisfies the predicate requirement of authentication. 
Paragraph 7 states PHH sent the Nickersons' written notice of default. Casperite can 
testify based upon PHH's records that such notice was sent. I.R.E. 803(6). Furthermore, through 
written discovery responses, the Nickersons were provided with a copy of the notice of default. 
Consequently, the Nickersons have possession of the notice of default identified in Casperite's 
affidavit and cannot be heard to object for lack of best evidence. 
In paragraph 8 Casperite testifies of the inclusive number of months the Nickersons have 
been in default and the amount of default. As noted above, Casperite's testimony is based on his 
personal knowledge and review of business records and is admissible. I.R.E. 803(6). 
Paragraph 9 is testimony based upon Casperite's personal knowledge and review of 
PHH's business records pertaining to the Nickersons' loan and is admissible. 
Paragraph 10 likewise is admissible testimony pertaining to Casperite's personal 
knowledge and review of PHH' s business records for the Nickersons' loan and merely states the 
Response in Opposition to the Defendants' Motion to Strike - Page 2 
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obvious: an assignment had occuned and foreclosure was commenced. The assignment is public 
record. Thus, that testimony is admissible under I.R.E. 803(6), (8), and (15); and 901(7). 
Accordingly, the Nickersons' motion to strike should be denied. 
DATED this _ _,./_ day of November 2012. 
Kipp . Manwaifog 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the \ i day of November 2012, a true and conect 
copy of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
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Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[1] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other ---------
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[i-J U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
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PHH Mortgage Corporation replies as follows to the Nickersons' memorandum m 
opposition to PHH' s motion for summary judgment. 
PHH's Right to Foreclose 
It is essential to note the main thrust of the Nickersons' argument. They argue there is no 
evidence of their default. One of the objectives in deposing the Nickersons was to obtain any 
information and evidence they had showing they were not in default. 
During their depositions, the Nickersons acknowledged the documentation Chase and 
PHH presented showing default, but maintained they had made payments. When pressed for 
evidence of their payments, the Nickersons could not, and would not, produce anything. 
The Nickersons raise no challenge to PHH' s position as assignee and holder of the deed 
of trust for purposes of foreclosure. Nor have the Nickersons raised a genuine issue of material 
fact preventing foreclosure. Time and time again throughout the Nickersons' depositions they 
were asked to identify the "missing" payments. They could not. It is noteworthy that in their 
response in opposition, the Nickersons give no affidavit or argument that in fact they had made 
all payments and were not in default. 
PHH has sustained its burden of establishing the Nickersons are in default of their note 
and deed of trust. The Nickersons have the burden of proving their defense that they are not in 
default. Chandler v. Hayden, 147 Idaho 765, 215 P.3d 485 (2009). Consequently, the 
Nickersons' purported factual argument as to whether they are in default for 10 months or 13 
months is immaterial. The relevant fact remains unchanged: the Nickersons are in default and 
PHH has a right to foreclose its deed of trust. 
Breach of Covenant of Good :Faith and Fair Dealing 
Two points are advanced in the Nickersons' response: 1) there is question as to whether 
the Nickersons are in default for missing 10, 11, or 13 payments; and 2) in their verified pleading 
the Nickersons alleged PHH did not make a good faith effort to work with the Nickersons. 
Again, it is the fact of default and not whether it is default of 10 or 13 months that makes 
the difference. The question of how many months the Nickersons are in default does not 
constitute evidence that PHH breached a covenant of good faith and fair dealing. Consequently, 
that point has no merit. 
Reply Brief of PHH Mortgage - Page 2 
10650-NI 
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The Nickersons' allegations in their verified complaint were examined during their 
depositions. Testimony in the depositions manifest that the Nickersons claim of breach of the 
covenant of good faith and fair dealing was totally subjective. They provided no evidence or 
testimony that sustained their claim. 
Breach of Note 
The Nickersons maintain that proper notice of default required by the promissory note 
was never sent. To the contrary, the evidence at deposition showed they received notices of 
default from Chase. Additionally, PHH has provided in discovery the copy of its notice of 
default mailed to the Nickersons' mailing address. Such evidence manifests that the Nickersons' 
received notice of default. PHH did not breach the note. 
RESPA 
Interestingly, the Nickersons do not dispute PHH's contention that RESPA does not 
apply where they purchased their property for purposes other than as a primary residence. Where 
RESPA does not apply, the Nickersons' claims must fail. 
Without citation to any authority, the Nickersons state, "Also according to RESP A there 
is a 60 day grace period from the effective date of transfer and the transferee may not impose a 
late fee and no such payment may be treated as late for any other purpose if the payment is 
received by the transferor servicer before the due date applicable to such payment." (Memo in 
Opp., p. 11 ). 
The language used by the Nickersons is found in 12 U.S.C. 2605(d) pertaining to 
payments during the period of loan transfer. In full, that statute states, "During the 60-day period 
beginning on the effective date of transfer of the servicing of any federally related mortgage 
loan, a late fee may not be imposed on the borrower with respect to any payment on such loan 
and no such payment may be treated as late for any other purposes, if the payment is received by 
the transferor servicer (rather than the transferee servicer who should properly receive payment) 
before the due date applicable to such payment." 
That section is not an issue in this action and the Nickersons' reliance on it is mistaken. 
The Nickersons have not alleged, let alone proven by documented facts, that they made 
payments during the period of transfer of the service of the loan from Chase to PHH. Rather, the 
Nickersons assert PHH would not accept payment after February 2010. 
Reply Brief of PHH Mortgage - Page 3 
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There is nothing in RESP A requiring PHH to accept payments when a note is in default. 
PHH can opt to require the full amount in default be paid or foreclose. Such action is not in 
violation of 2605( d). 
Fair Debt Collection and Fair Credit Reporting 
Although the Nickersons argue that PHH has not given them the opportunity to make 
monthly payments resulting in destruction of their credit rating, the Nickersons have never at any 
time either seen or possessed a copy of their credit report. 
A cause of action is not assumed merely because it is alleged; it must withstand scrutiny 
based on evidence. The Nickersons have no evidence. 
It is not even known what type of reports, if any, PHH made to credit reporting agencies 
that appeared on the Nickersons' credit report because the Nickersons have never produced their 
credit report. Nor have they ever seen their credit report for the relevant years. Without such 
evidence, the Nickersons can neither show violation nor damages. 
At their depositions, the Nickersons acknowledged a judgment had been entered against 
them for unpaid attorney fees. Certainly that judgment affected their credit rating. Also, the 
Nickersons admitted they obtained a second mortgage on the subject property. It is unknown 
what affect a second mortgage had on their credit rating. Finally, without a copy of their credit 
report, it is unknown what other creditors have reported that may affect the Nickersons' credit 
rating. 
The Nickersons have the burden of proof to establish a prima facie claim. They cannot 
reach that threshold. 
Conclusion 
The Nickersons' causes of action fail for lack of evidence to sustain those claims. The 
Nickersons have failed to meet their burden of proof as to their defenses to foreclosure. 
PHH is entitled to judgment of foreclosure and judgment dismissing with prejudice the 
N ickersons' counterclaim. 
DATEDthis J day of November 2012. 
Reply Brief of PHH Mortgage - Page 4 
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STATE OF OHIO ) 
: ss. 
County of Franklin ) 
BRANDIE S. WATKINS, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states as 
follows: 
1. I am an Assistant Secretary for JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("Chase"). 
have been employed by Chase for the last 5 years. My business address is 350 S. Cleveland 
Ave, Floor 2, Westerville, OH 43081. 
2. I am trained in the use of, and have personal knowledge of Chase's 
accounting, records and document filing systems. Chase maintains these records in the ordinary 
course of business, utilizing electronic (computerized) systems, which I can access through 
Chase's internal computer software. 
3. Through my computer records search, I obtained, by using Chase's proper 
procedures, a May 13, 2010 Chase Loan History Enclosed letter and an attached Detailed 
Transaction History. Attached hereto as Exhibit "F" is a true, complete and accurate copy of 
said May 13, 2010 Chase Loan History Enclosed letter and the attached Detailed Transaction 
History, which Chase's records indicate were mailed to Donna Nickerson regarding Loan 
No. ****0920. 
4. I recognize Exhibit "F" as a Chase business record, kept in the ordinary 
course of business which records the Nickersons' payment history for Loan No. ****0920 
beginning January 4, 2008 through January 21, 2010. 
5. Through my computer records search, I obtained, by using Chase's proper 
procedures, two letters dated January 4, 2009, sometimes referred to as "acceleration warning 
letters," that Chase mailed to Donna Nickerson and Charles Nickerson. Attached hereto as 
AFFIDAVIT OF BRANDIES.WATKINS IN SUPPORT OF 
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Exhibit "G" are true and correct copies of said acceleration warning letters. Upon review of this 
correspondence obtained through my computer research, l recognize said acceleration warning 
letters as Chase business records, kept in the ordinary course of business. 
6. Through my computer records search, I obtained, by using Chase' s proper 
procedures, various correspondence attached hereto as Exhibit "H," including a true and correct 
copy of a January 17, 2009 letter Chase sent to the Nickersons. Also included in Exhibit "H" are 
true and correct copies of correspondence Chase sent to the Nickersons dated February 7, 2009 
and March 25, 2009. I recognize said documents as Chase business records, kept in the ordinary 
course of business. 
Further atfiant sayeth naught. 
' ) . 
V011i<1 v~ kc2&,~ 
Brandie S. Watkins 
AFFIDA VlT OF BRANDIE S. WATKINS IN SUPPORT OF 
CHASE'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 2 Client 2634371 , 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ?'I}) day of November, 2012, l caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF BRANDIES. WATKINS IN SUPPORT 
OF CHASE'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT to be served by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P .0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys.for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rarnmell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Auorneysfor PHH Mortgage 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7302) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
CHASEO 
(800) 848-9136 Customer Care 
(BOO) 582-0542 TDD I TextTelephone 
May 13, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles R. Nickerson 
PO BOX 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Re: Loan Number ******0920 
Chase Loan History Enclosed 
Dear Donna Nickerson and Charles R. Nickerson: 
I am writing in response to the recent request Chase received for a payment history. 
Enclosed is the information you requested. 
Chase's goal is to provide the highest level of quality service to each of our customers. If you have 
any questions, please contact Customer Care at (800) 848-9 I 36. 
We appreciate your business and value our relationship with you. 
Sincerely, 
,ef',,r;,:1.{fa "'~ 
Anna Ria V. Joson 







CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFlNO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/other Amt 
92 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 $20.00 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................. . J~:99 ... ............ ~9 ... Q9 ............. J\Q,Q9 ............... ~~~ .. ~? .......................... ~?:?.~ ...................................... ~~\1_~.~:~.? ...... ~~ ... ~~- ..... . 
91 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 4/1/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
................... J9,.qo ............... ~?:.~? .. ............. ~9 ... Q9 .............. ~2.~ .. -~~ .......................... ~~·-~.~-· .................................... ~.~:: ~-8-~?~ .... .. ~.~:?? ... .... . 
. 90 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 3/1/2009 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
............. " ... ... ~~~?:!? .. ......... ~::.~~~:~~ .. ....... ~!?.~~ .. ~~ ........... $?:~.~ ........................... ~~:~.~ ...................................... ~-~\1_~-~:~? ...... ~.? .. ~? ....... . 
89 1/13/2010 1/12/2010 2/1/2009 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
.......... " ... " ... ~~.~~·.?~" ......... ~~.'.~~1}~ .. ....... $.~.9~,9.~ ... " .. " J~:?.~ ........................ ... ~~~·-~~~ .. ?~ ............. " .......... ,., ... ~~7.~~ ... ~~ ........ ~_-?38_.?3 ... . 
88 1/12/2010 1/12/2010 1/1/2010 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-1, 137.26 
87 12/16/2009 12/16/2009 12/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
........... ~.~:~? ............... ~~:.~~ .. ............. ~:~.~1-.?.3 ........ ·-~~·.~~ ........................... ~q._9_q., ................ " .................. ~~~-~~:~? ........ ~~~~~·-~~-·· 
86 12/11/2009 12/11/2009 $20.00 FASTPAYFEEASSESSMENT 
.................. . J9:q~ ... ............ i9.-P9 .. ........... . f9:q9 ............. .. ~~~:~? .. ........................ ~~·.9.~ ...................................... ~~~~~·.~! ........ ~.~:~?:.~~ .. . 
85 12/11/2009 12/11/2009 2/1/2009 $20.00 FASTPAYFEEPAID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-762.00 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0004 
-----·~~ • -·• 
~• I ~ • • 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1 /31 /201 O 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
84 12/11/2009 12/11/2009 1/1/2009 $2,478.80 PAYMENT 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~~.~~-.~!. .......... i\~~? .. 7$. _ ....... $9R~·.E?~ ........... ~~·-~~ ........................... ~.: ~~:~ ~ ........ ................. _ ......... ~:~.~~·-~! ........ ~: ?_6~:~-~ .. . 
83 12/2/2009 12/2/2009 12/1/2009 $-1,670.64 COUNTY TAX 
................... J~ .. ~~- .............. ~? .. ~? ............... l:t~?.9 .. ~1 ....... -~~-.~.~ ........................... ~~·.?.~ ...................................... ~-~:~~-- ......... --~-~~ :~~-~:~~-
82 11/21/2009 11/21/2009 9/1/2009 $-2,870.00 HOMEOWNERS INSURANCE 
..................... ~~-.~.~-- ............ ~? ... ~~- ............ -~·:?.,~?.9:9.9 .... ·- .. ~~:~-~ ........................... ~?:~-~ ...................................... ~?:?? .. ........... ~?~~?
1 
... .. 
81 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 $20.00 FASTPAYFEEASSESSMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,210.01 
························································································································································································-··············· 
80 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 11/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,210.01 ........................................................................................................................................................................................................ 
79 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 1/1/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,397.64 
········································································································································································································ 
78 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 12/1/2008 $2,478.80 PAYMENT 
................... J~~J--~~ ............ ~\~~~:~~- ...... J~-~~--~~ ......... ·-~~:~? ........................... ~}.1.~:~~----- .............................. ~?:?? .. ......... .. ~.3:~.~?:?.1 .. 
77 10/15/2009 10/15/2009 10/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
.................... ~.~:~~-- ............. ~~: ~~ ............... ~~~-~!.·.~-~ .......... ~~:?.~ ......................... J~--~-~-- .................................... ~~-~-1---~~-- ..... .. ~.~ .. ~~??~ .. 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
76 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 $20.00 RETURNED CHECK FEE ASSESSED 
.................... ~9 .. 99 ... ............ ~9 ... QP .............. $.Q,RO .............. -~~~: ~~ .. ........................ ~-~: ~-~ ...................................... ~~~ }:.~~ ......... ~?·.~ ~.~: ?~ .. 
75 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 12/1/2008 $0.00 RETURNED ITEM 
.................... ~9 .. q9, .. ............ ~?: .~? ............... ~9 ... QQ ............. -~~ .. ~~ ........................... ~~ ~.'.~~~ ... 6~ ............................... ~-~~ ~ :?~ ......... ~.~.' ~ ~ .~:?.~ .. 
74 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 12/1/2008 $-2,328.99 MISAPPLICATION REVERSAL 
.................... -~~-~~.~:5_2_ ......... ~:\~~~ .. ~~- ....... ~"'.~.E?~·-~-~- ......... ~~:~.~ ......................... J~?~~?~ ................................ ~~~~ .. ?~ ....... .. ~? .. ~:.~:~.~ .. 
73 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................... ~9 .. 99 ............... ~9 .. ,qq .............. $.0 ... 0Q ............. -~~~ ... ~~- ........................ -~~--~.~ ...................................... ~~: ~o ............ J~1?.?.~:?? .. 
72 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 $-20.00 FASTPAY FEE WAIVED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $-20.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,585.27 
71 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
.................. .. ~?~~ ... ~~- .. ......... ~J .. ~~-~:~1 .. ....... ~?.?~·.?~ ......... .. ~?·.~? ........................... ~~--~-~-- .................................... ~?:.~? ............ ~.~ .. ~~.~:~.'. .. 
70 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 $-2,328.99 PAYMENT 
.................. . J~:~~ ... ............ ~9:.99 ............. J9:.q9 ............. J~·-~? ......................... J~~ .. ~~~ ... ~~- .............................. ~



















CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,lD 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/201 O 








ActivityforPeriod 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
68 9/11/2009 9/11/2009 9/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTG
AGE INSURANCE 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~9 .. ~9 ............... ~9 .. q9 .............. i-:rn?.-.f?~ ........ J~--~~ ........................... ~.~:?.~ ...................................... ~3-~!.-.~~- ........ ~~-·-~~-~--~~-
67 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 $20.00 FASTP
AY FEE ASSESSMENT 
................... J~ .. q9 ............... ~?: ~? ............... ~9 ... qq .............. ~~? .. ~? ......................... -~~--~-~ ...................................... ~-~~~ .. -~~ ......... $_~ .. ~
01:~.! .. 
66 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 $-20.00 FASTP
AY FEE WAIVED 
...... -............ J~--~-~ .............. ~?:~?. .............. ~9:qq .............. ~~~~ .. -~~- ...................... J~--~P ...................................... ~~~~---~~ ......... ~~ .. ~
0.~:~.7 .. 
65 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 12/1/2008 $1,980.65 PAYME
NT 
.................... ~Q .. q9 ......... ...... ~9 .. _qq .... .......... $.9 ... QQ .............. ~~:~~ ........................ ... ~::.~~?--~~- .... ............................ ~~~~ ... ~?. ........ J~:?.~1:?? .. 
64 8/11/2009 8/11/2009 8/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTG
AGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 
$391.52 $3,204.27 
63 7/21/2009 7/21/2009 7/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTG
AGE INSURANCE 
.................... ~-~--~? ............... ~~:~~-- ............ -~~1.~?.-.~-~-- ...... .. ~?·?~ .......................... -~~--~_q ...................................... ~~?1.-.~? ......... ~.~ .. ~?.\~.? .. 
62 6/16/2009 6/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88. 00 LA TE C
HARGE ASSESSED 
................... JO:~~- .............. ~9_._qq .... ......... }~:~9 .... ......... .. ~~~: ~~ ............................ , ... · .... · .. · .. · ..... · ............ · .... · · .. ~-~~~ .. -~~~ ... ~ ~ · · .... · ........
. .. 
61 6/4/2009 6/4/2009 11/1/2008 $187 .63 MORTG
AGE INSURANCE 




REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0007 
- ~--- ····-· '' _, ,w •• .• -
' ··-·····---····-··----···---····-·--·-··- •..•••





CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 








Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
60 5/22/2009 5/22/2009 11/1/2008 $1,636.43 COUNTY TAX 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 






59 5/16/2009 5/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSES
SED 
................... J~ .. ~~ ............... $.?:~? ............... ~9 ... Qq ............ .. ~~~:~? .. ..................................................................... ~-~~~ ... ~?~:.~~- ................ . 
58 5/5/2009 5/5/2009 11/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURAN
CE 
.................. ·--~~·.?.~ .............. ~? .. ~? ............... ~1.~?.-.1?~ ........... ~?:?.~ ........................................................................ ~?~~-·-~~~ ... '.~ ................. . 
57 4/30/2009 4/30/2009 11/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
................... J9 .. ~9 ............... ~9 .. ~9 .............. $.9.,.QQ ............ .. ~}.1:.~? .. ..................................................................... }?~\~?2:.~1 .. ............... .. 
56 4/16/2009 4/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSES
SED 




55 4/3/2009 4/3/2009 11/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURAN
CE 




54 3/16/2009 3/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSES
SED 








11/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 








CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 




Date: 5/13/201 o 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1 /31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
52 2/17/2009 2/17/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~9.-99 ............... }9 ... QR .............. ii;i,Q9 .............. -~~~:~? ....................................................................... ~~~\~??:.1 ~ ................. . 
51 2/17/2009 2/14/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE REVERSAL 
.................. .. ~~ .. q~ ... ............ ~? .. ~? .............. j9,.qq ............ J~~ .. ~? ...................................................................... -~-~?1:.~~~:!.~ .. ................ . 
50 2/14/2009 2/14/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
................... J~--~.~ .............. ~?:?~ ............. }q_.q9_ ............ --~~~:P? .. ..................................................................... ~~~~:?~~:.:~ ................. . 
49 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 11/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
................... J~.~~-.1~ ........... ~1.)?.~:~? .. ....... $.!?.Q~,$.:L ......... ~~:?.~ ........................... ~~-.~~- ..................................... ~-~?1.-.~~?:.'.1 ..... ............. . 
48 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $261,951.62 
47 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................... ~.?:~? ............... ~~ .. ~~ ............... ~9 .. _qq .............. ~~? .. ~? ....................................................................... ~~-~-1. :~?~---~~ ................ .. 
46 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 $116.45 UNAPPLIED 
................. . J9:~~ ... ............ ~9 ... ~q_ ............ J9:P~ .... ........... ~~. J.~:1.~ ..................................................................... ~~?~:.~~}.-.~~- ............... .. 
45 2/3/2009 2/3/2009 10/1/2008 $187 .63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
.................... ~.~:~~-·- ............ ~~:~~-· ............. ~~-~!.,_6~ ........... ~~·.?~ ........................................................................ ~~?\~~\~~- ............... .. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0009 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address; 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/201 O 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1 /31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
44 1/20/2009 1/20/2009 10/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
................... J~:99 ... ............ ~9 ... QR .............. iQ .. P9 .............. . ~J.1:~~ ............... ........................................................ ~~~\~?~:.~~ ................ .. 
43 1/16/2009 1/16/2009 10/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
.................... ~.9 .. ~9 ............... ~.?:~? ............... W-.QR .............. ~~~ .. ~~ ...................................................................... -~-~?\~~~ ... ~~ ................. .. 
_42 1/5/2009 1/5/2009 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
.................. ---~~·.?.~ .............. ~?:.~? .. ............. i.1.~r.1?~ ........... ~~:~P ........................................................................ ~
2~~ ... ~~~ .. ~~- ................ . 
41 12/16/2008 12/16/2008 10/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
.................. .. ~.9 .. 99 ... ............ ~9:99 .. ............. $9 ... QQ .............. ~~s ... ~~- ...................................................................... ~??\9~~ ... ~? .................. . 
40 12/3/2008 12/3/2008 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $261,951.62 
39 12/1/2008 12/1/2008 10/1/2008 $1,636.43 COUNTY TAX 
........... ' ...... __ $_~:~? ... ............ ~?:~? ............... ~1 .. ~?.~ .. ~~- ...... .. ~~-.~? ........................................................................ ~~-~-1:?.~~ ... ~~ ................ .. 
38 11/17/2008 11/17/2008 10/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
................... }~:~? .... ........... ~9 ... ~9 ............. -~9 .. q9, .............. ~~~ .. ~? ....................................................................... ~~~: ... ~~~ ... ~~- ... ............. . 
37 11/5/2008 11/5/2008 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $261,951.62 
········································································································································································································ 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 










Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 




Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................. . J}~!-.1.~ .. ......... $t~7.?:n ....... . $.~.l?~-.q~ ......... .. ~~~:?? ..... ..................... ~_O:?.~ ...................................... ~2-~~-·-~~J:.~~ ................ .. 
35 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 9/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
................... J~.~~-~~-· ........ , ~~??.~:~~ ......... ~9.9~&~ ..... , ..... ~~--~~ ........... , ...... , ........ ~~-.~-~ ................................... ... ~.~~~ ... ~~~:.~!. ................ .. 
34 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
..................... ~~·.?~ .............. ~?:?~ .... .......... $9:99 ............... ~~~ ... ~0 ....................................................................... ~-~~~ .. ?~~---~~ ................ .. . 
33 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
...... , ........... .. ~.9 .. q9 ... ............ ~9_._qq, ............ Ji9 ... QQ ............ .. ~~?:?? ........ ............................................................... ~~~?..?~1 ... ~~ .. ............... .. 
32 10/30/2008 10/30/2008 8/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $14.00 $262,724.51 
31 10/16/2008 10/16/2008 8/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $262,724.51 .......................................................................................................................................................................... ·............................. . 
30 10/3/2008 10/3/2008 8/1/2008 $187 .63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
................... J~:~? ............... ~9 .. _q~_ ............ _$_1~? ... ~~ .......... -~~--~? ........... '' , .......................................................... ~~~~ .. ?~~ ... ~~ .. ............... .. 
29 9/16/2008 9/16/2008 8/1/2008 $88.00 LA TE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $262.724.51 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0011 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/201 O 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
28 9/3/2008 9/3/2008 8/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~9 .. R~ ............... ~9 ... Q9 .............. H~?.-.E?~ ........... f~ .. ~~ ........................................................................ ~??~..?~~ ... ~1 .................. . 
27 9/2/2008 9/2/2008 8/1/2008 $30.00 FAX FEE ASSESSED 
................... J9 .. ~9 ............... ~?:?? ........... .... ~9 ... QP .............. ~~~ .. ~~ ....................................................................... ~-~~?:??1:~~ .............. ... .. 
26 8/11/2008 8/11/2008 _ 8/1/2008 $2,289.58 PAYMENT 
.................. ... ~~~.~:1~ .. ......... ~\~?.~:~~ ......... i41\~~ ........... ~~~ ... ~~ .......................... ~~·.~-~ ...................................... ~~~~.'.'.~~ ... ~~ ................. .. 
25 8/11/2008 8/11/2008 7/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
.................... ~}~~.-.4~ ........... ~1.,.~?.?:~~ .. ....... $4:fl.,4:4 ......... J~:~-~ ........................... ~~-.~~ ...................................... ~.2.~~ ... 1 ~! ... ~~ .......... ...... .. 
24 8/5/2008 8/5/2008 6/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $263,489.37 ........................................................................................................................................................................................................ 
23 7/16/2008 7/16/2008 6/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $263,489.37 
·································································•······································································································································ 
22 7/3/2008 7/3/2008 6/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $263,489.37 ........................................................................................................................................................................................................ 
21 6/16/2008 6/16/2008 6/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
.................. ··~-~!~:~? ... ......... ~1 :~~.~:~~ .. ...... -~~J ... ~~ ........... ~~-.o~ ........................... ~~--~P ...................................... ~~~~ .. ~~~:?! ....... ......... .. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0012 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/201 O 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1 /31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
20 6/16/2008 6/16/2008 5/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~~: 99 ... ............ i9 ... Q9 ............. .$.O .. Q9 ............ : J ~. 5_. ~? ....................................................................... ~?.~~·-~?~.-.~~ ................ .. 
19 6/16/2008 6/16/2008 5/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................. . J9:~~ ... ............ ~?:~? .. ............. ~9 ... QR ............ .. ~J.~:~? .. .................................................................. ... $.~?~:.~?8:~? .. ............... .. 
18 6/4/2008 6/4/2008 5/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
.................... -~~·.?.~ .............. ~?:.0? .............. }rn7.-.€?t .......... ~~:?.~ ........................................................................ ~~~~·.~?~:.~~ ................. . 
17 5/27/2008 5/27/2008 5/1/2008 $1,720.93 COUNTY TAX 
.................... 19 .. qP ............... ~9 ... Q~ .... .......... ~t.?io .. ~'.? ........ -~~·.~-~ ........................................................................ ~?~~ ... ~??:.~? ................. . 
16 5/7/2008 5/7/2008 5/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $263,868.82 
15 4/28/2008 4/28/2008 5/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
.................. .. ~.?!:~! ..... ...... ~~ '.~~-~:~~-- ...... . ~11\~~ ........... ~~--~~ ........................ ·--~~·.9.~ ...................................... ~~.~?·.~~~ ... ~~ ................. . 
14 4/12/2008 4/11/2008 4/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
................... J~!~:~} ... ......... ~~.}~1:.~?. ........ ~11\~~ ......... J~:~.~ ......................... J~·.?.~ ...................................... ~~-~~?~~ .. -~~- ................ . 
13 4/3/2008 4/3/2008 3/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $264,621.80 
···································································································································-···································································· 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0013 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3i65 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544~0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 









Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1 /31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Arnt 
12 3/10/2008 3/10/2008 3/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~9:99 ............... ~9 .. .QQ .............. H~?...$~ ........... ~~--~? ........................................................................ ~~-~~ .. ~~::.~~ ................. . 
11 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 3/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
.................. . J~!~--~~ .. ......... ~~ !~~-~:~: .. ....... i4.4t?~ ........... ~~--~? ........................... ~~--~-~ ...................................... ~.~~~-.. ~~~ .. ~? .................. . 
10 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 2/1/2008. $15.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID_ 
.................... -~~--~-~ .............. ~?: _o? ............... iQ:QQ ............. .. ~.1. ~ ... ~? ....................................................................... $?~4_,?~s_._3~ ................ .. 
9 3/3/2008 3/i/2008 2/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................... ~.9.-QP ............... ~9_._qq .............. $.9 ... QO .............. ~~- ~ .. ?~ ....................................................................... ~?~~ ... ~~?.}~ ................ .. 
8 2/11/2008 2/11/2008 2/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $264,995.35 
········································································································································································································ 
7 2/4/2008 2/2/2008 2/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$371.61 $1,388.75 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $264,995.35 ........................................................................................................................................................................................................ 
6 1/4/2008 1/3/2008 1/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$369.67 $1,390.69 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $265,366.96 ........................................................................................................................................................................................................ 
5 1/4/2008 1/4/2008 12/1/2007 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $265,736.63 .................................. ' .......... ~ ............................................................................................................... ' ......................................... . 




Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHASEO Loan 0920 
January 4, 2009 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: ACCELERATION WARNING 
Loan Number 0920 
Current Payment $2,328.99 
Late Charges $264.00 
Fees Balance $44.00 
Total Amount Due $7,294.97 
DEAR CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,294.97 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph l within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC Will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Horne Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
remedies provided in the 
limited to, allowable 
permitted by your Loan 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0054 
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CHARLES R NICKERSON 
January 4, 2009 
Page 2 
4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have th
e right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a 
court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defen
se to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount require
d to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due
 to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under
 the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure actio
n we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may
 not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be p
aid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted
 to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle south 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount 
owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our
 sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving
 any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue 
with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance 
LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve 
your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to di
scuss 
these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for 
your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain 
tasks to 
protect our interest in the property. One of the tasks that we 
will 
perform at regular intervals during the default is to Visit 
your 
property. This will be done to determine, as of the date of
 the 
inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly 
your 
plans for curing the default and paying this loan on time. You
 can 
anticipate that any costs incurred by CHF will be added to the amoun
t you 
now owe if permitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
JPMC0055 
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Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to 
borrowers. such counseling is available through a variety of non-profit 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at 1-800-569-4287. 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline at 
1-877-601-4673 or a Chase Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 to 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
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January 4, 2009 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
l. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,294.97 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the remedies provided in the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be limited to, allowable 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses permitted by your Loan 
documents or applicable law. 
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4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle South 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue With 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might. help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine Which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
protect our interest in the property. One of the tasks that we Will 
perform at regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
property. This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
plans for curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 
anticipate that any costs incurred by CHF will be added to the amount you 
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Chase Horne Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to 
borrowers. such counseling is available through a variety of non-profit 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at 1-800-569-4287. 
Colorado customers may 
1-877-601-4673 or a Chase 
contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline 
Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
at 
to 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan servicing Department 








January 17, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA '98073 
RE: Loan Number 
Dear Mortgagor(s )-:·' 
0920 
Enclosed are two copies of the formal repayment
 plan which you requested. It 
is mandatory that the payments required by the 
asreement be received on the 
dates specified and in the amounts required. If 
payments are not received on 
the dates specified,.we .wil~ immediately consider
 taking foreclosure action. 
Chase Home Finance LLC··is extending this repaym
ent plan in order to help you 
save your home from possible foreclosure. By a
ccepting this plan, you are 
taking a very positive step toward returning yo
ur loan to good standing. Any 
questions concerning this agreement or problems
 which develop during the 
repayment period must be communicated to us imm
ediately. 
If any installments are not made· .as .. required, we may cancel the agreement at 
our option. It may not be possiole· for us to e
xtend any further relief should 
the terms of the agreement be broken. After yo
u have signed the agreement, 
return the original to us and ,retain the copy f
or your reference. 
If you have any questions, pleaile"c9:ll us at 1-
800-848-9380. 
' 
For California customers, the state Rosentnal F
air Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collecti.bn P.racti
ces Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collectoFs ;rniy ~ot
 contact you before 8 a.m. or 
after 9 p.m. They may not harass you by usi~g 
threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language. Collectors _,may\ not 
use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they know or 
have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at work. For._ thejmo
st part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spo
use about your debt. Collectors 
may contact another person to confirm your 16ca
t;\.on"ior enforce a judgement. 
For more information about debt collection acti
vi:ties, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC-HELP ot w
ww·.ft;c.gov. 
' J~ ..... ~-- -
! 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect\
 a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose· ; 
I 
l_ ,-
r~ r .. --, 




:..,._ t ~-J 
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We maytreport information about your account to credit bureaus. Late paym
ents, 
missed paym~nts, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in you
r 
credit repo~t, 
If you are tepresented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone n
umber. 
To the extedt ybur'original obligation has been discharged, or is subject 
to an 
automatic stay of bankrqptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, thi
s 
notice is for compliinc_e and/or informational purposes only and does not 




Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
161 
Enclosure 
: ... '. 
! _.;; 









L~~ ... -:~!} ~ ._; . ' 
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DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414. 
REDMOND WA 198073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
Dear Mortgagor(s): 
Loan# 0920 
January 17, 2009 
To follow up on our phone 1conversation of 01/15/2009, the indebtedness in t
he 
above-mentioned case is in default. In consideration of Chase Bame Finance
 LLC 
("Chase") ex.tending repayment for a period of time, it is mandatory that yo
u 
indicate your acceptance of the following conditions by signing this letter
 
agreement, Please sign ·the original of this agreement and return it to Ch
ase 
Home Finance LLC promptly, If we do not receive the signed agreement, we m
ay 
consider taking foreclosure action. 
As of this date, your loan is paid through 10/01/2008. The amount past due
 is 
$7,294.97, It is proposed that the delinquency, including payments and acc
rued 
late charges, will be paid as follows: 
Chase may find 
this repayment 
accordingly. 




04 /,Q_S / tQ09 
05/05/2009 
06/05/2009 














; ; ( 
it necessary to increa~elyourlregular monthly payment during 
plan to cover escrow d~sbursel!Jf=nts. Please adjust your payments 
Regular monthly payments of $2,328.99 will resume~~th the payment due 
08/01/2009. 
. .. -_........ ___ 1 
__ J 
1 ..... 
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All the provisions of the Note and security instrument, except as herein 
provided, shall remain in full force and effect, Chase Home Finance LLG 
( "CHF") wiL\. continue to report the status of your account to credit 
repositories based on the due date, not the plan date and collection activity 
~11 continue via phone calls and letters. In the event you file bankruptcy, 
the above r~payment plan will be null and void. Late charges will be assessed 
as provided in· the.'Note and Mortgage. Upon the breach of any provision of this 
agreement, CHF may terminate this agreement and, at the option of CHF, 
institute foreclosur~ proceedings according to the terms of the Note and 
security instrument without regard to this inst_rument. After making all 
scheduled payments per th~ agreement, there may still be an outstanding late 
charge/fee balance remaining on the account. If you have any questions, please 
contact our office at 1-800-848-9380. 
Please sign the origina1 of this agreement and return it to Chase Home Finance 
LLC at P.O. Box 248368, Columbus, OH 43224-9907, attn, Collection Dept. 
For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you before 8 a.m. or 
after 9 p,m. They may not h~rass you by using threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language. ~ollec:tors may not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they know or have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at· work. For the most part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse about your debt. Collectors 
may contact another person to c6nfi= yoU:r location or enforce a judgement, 
For more information about depf <;_oJJection activities, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC~HELP .. or www.ftc.gov. 
' . . 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting ~o ic~ll~ct a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpos~. I · . ~ ~ . 
! i : i 
We may report information about your rccount,to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
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If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number, 
To the extent your original obligation has been discharged, or is subject to an 
automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, this 
notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only and does not 
constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose personal liability for 
such obligation. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing··Department 
Chase Home Finance LLG 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
r ··--
,_ 
I __ ..... __ , 
t--- - --· , 
I . 
r--; 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
CHASEO 
Loan 
February 7, 2009 
Your house is your home. We want to keep it that way. 
We need to talk __ call (800) 848-9380 today. 
0920 
You're going through tough times .. we can help. In fact, we believe your home 
loan may be eligible for a loan modification program .. we may be able to change 
the term of your loan, the interest rate, and maybe even the principal due 
date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
call us today at (800) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. 
We'll discuss your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter) and 
the options available to you. But we cannot stress enough that the longer 
you delay calling us .. the fewer chances you may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone __ one of our Loan Specialists will 
work with you to determine the option that best fits your needs. There are 
several options available .. call us now and let's see which one Will work best 
for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your home, 
but you must call us immediately at (800) 848-9380 __ the longer you delay the 
fewer options you may have. 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your current situation and 
the consequences that will occur unless we receive the required financial 
information from you and can approve you for a modification. Once you 
call us with the information needed, then we can work together to 
determine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee 
that you will be approved, but your only chance of saving your home is 
by contacting us immediately. Please don't delay __ call us now at 
(800) 848-9380. 
FCL MTM 
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Total Amount Due $7,280.52 
DEAR CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
February 7, 2009 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed. of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,280.52 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default Within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the remedies provided in the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be limited to, allowable 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses permitted by your Loan 
documents or applicable law. 
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4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle South 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion appl.y such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Horne Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine Which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
protect our interest in the property. One of the tasks that we will 
perform at regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
property. This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
plans for curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 
anticipate that any costs incurred bY CHF will be added to the amount you 
now owe if permitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
JPMC0070 
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Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling se
rvices to 
borrowers. Such counseling is available through a variety of 
non-profit 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approve
d by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing
 of such 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at l-800-569-42
87. 
Colorado customers 
l-877-601-4673 or a 
may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline 
Chase Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
at 
to 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any i
nformation 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late
 payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflecte
d in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter
 to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telepho
ne number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subje
ct to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final di
scharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational pur
poses only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in vi
olation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the r
ight under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 




Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
CHASEO 
Loan# 
February 7, 2009 
Your house is your home. we want to keep it that way. 
We need to talk __ call. (800) 848-9380 today. 
0920 
You're going through tough times __ we can help. In fact, we believe your home 
loan may be eligible for a loan modification program __ we may be able to change 
the term of your loan, the interest rate, and maybe even the principal due 
date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
call us today at (800) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. 
We'll discuss your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter) and 
the options available to you. But we cannot stress enough that the longer 
you delay calling us __ the fewer chances you may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone __ one of our Loan Specialists will 
work with you to determine the option that best fits your needs. There are 
several options available __ call us now and let's see which one will. work best 
for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your home, 
but you must call us immediately at (800) 848-9380 __ the longer you delay the 
fewer options you may have. 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your current situation and 
the consequences that Will occur Wiless we receive the required financial 
information from you and can approve you for a modification. once you 
call us with the information needed, then we can work together to 
determine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee 
that you will be approved, but your only chance of saving your home is 
by contacting us immediately. Please don't delay __ call us now at 
(800) 848-9380. 
FCL MTM 
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Total Amount Due 






CERTIFICATE OF :MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,280.52 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
remedies provided in the 
limited to, allowable 
permitted by your Loan 
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4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are .entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle south 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine Which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
protect our interest in the property. One of the tasks that we will 
perform at regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
property. This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
plans for curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 
anticipate that any costs incurred by CHF will be added to the amount you 




February 7, 2009 
Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership
 counseling services to 
borrowers. Such counseling is available through 
a variety of non-profit 
organizations experienced in homeownership counselin
g and approved by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
. A listing of such 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free 
at 1-800-569-4287. 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado 
Foreclosure hotline at 
1-877-601-4673 or a Chase Loss Mitigation speciali
st at 1-877-838-1882 to 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
cnase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a de
bt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credi
t bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account 
may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please ref
er this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, addre
ss, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceed
ings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have rece
ived a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or in
formational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for 
the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Horne Finance LLC 
still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 




Loan IJ 0920 
March 25, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
DEAR DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
This letter is related to the current delinquency of the payments of your 
mortgage loan account. 
We want to offer you some potential alternatives to foreclosure. The 
Homeowner's Assistance Department helps qualifying homeowners find solutions. 
We may be able to help you bring your loan payments current or assist you in 
the sale of your property, avoiding a foreclosure sale and additional serious 
damage to your credit. Please return the following items within 15 days from 
the day you receive this letter so that we can determine the assistance 
available to you: 
1. Detailed letter explaining the circumstances that caused your 
mortgage payments to fall behind 
2. Most recent pay stub from each borrower 
3. One bank statement for the most recent month (checking and savings) 
4. Completed Financial Form (enclosed) 
5. Completed Acknowledgement and Authorization Form (enclosed) 
6. Information in your Financial Form and letter detailing any existing 
liens on your property 
7. If applicable, a copy of a listing agreement and/or sales contract 
(if you are selling your property) 
8. If applicable, a copy of the death certificate (if borrower is 
deceased) 
Please return the documents requested above to the following address: 
ATTN: Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
We will review your information carefully and contact you as soon as we make a 
final decision, usually within 30-45 days from the time we receive all of the 
required documentation. During the evaluation process, we may require an 
interior appraisal of the residence. In this case, we will contact you so that 
an appraiser can gain access to the property. 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION JPMC0079 
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Page 2 
March 25, 2009 
Please note that while we are here to
 help you, we are under no obligation
 to 
approve any request we receive. Any 
negotiations about this loan shall no
t 
obligate Chase Home Finance LLC ("Cha
se") or its investors or insurers unt
il 
approved in writing. Until we reach 
an agreement, Chase will proceed with
 all 
collection or foreclosure activity. 
Therefore, your timely response is ve
ry 
important. 
If you have recently submitted the do
cuments we requested in this letter, w
e 
thank you for your cooperation and as
k that you please disregard this lette
r. 
If you have recently filed for bankru
ptcy or are currently in litigation w
ith 
Chase, please disregard this letter. 
Chase's goal is to provide the highes
t level of quality service. If you ha
ve 
any questions, please contact the Hom
eowner's Assistance Department at 
1-800-446-8939. You can speak with a
 Homeowner's Assistance Analyst, avai
lable 
Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. 
to 9:00 p.m., Eastern Time. We look 
forward to working with you. 
For California customers, the state R
osenthal Fair Debt Collection Practice
s 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collect
ion Practices Act require that, excep
t 
under unusual circumstances, collecto
rs may not contact you before 8 a.m. 
or 
after 9 p.m. They may not harass you
 by using threats of violence or arre
st or 
by using obscene language. Collector
s may not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if the
y know or have reason to know that yo
u may 
not receive personal calls at work. 
For the most part, collectors may not 
tell 
another person, other than your attorn
ey or spouse about your debt. Collec
tors 
may contact another person to confirm
 your location or enforce a judgement
. 
For more information about debt colle
ction activities, you may contact the
 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC
-HELP or www;ftc.gov. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting 
to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpos
e. 
We may report information about your 
account to credit bureaus. Late paym
ents, 
missed payments, or other defaults on
 your account may be reflected in you
r 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney
, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the atto
rney's name,· address, and telephone n
umber. 
To the extent your original obligatio
n has been discharged, or is subject 
to an 
automatic stay of bankruptcy under Ti
tle 11 of the United States Code, this
 
notice is for compliance and/or infor
mational purposes only and does not 
constitute a demand for payment or an




Homeowner's Assistance Department 





Loan g: )920 
DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
DEAR DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON
: 
March 25, 2009 
This letter is related to the current delinqu
ency of the payments of your 
mortgage loan account. 
We want to offer you some potential alternat
ives to foreclosure. The 
Homeowner's Assistance Department helps qual
ifying homeowners find solutions. 
We may be able to help you bring your loan p
ayments current or assist you in 
the sale of your property, avoiding a foreclo
sure sale and additional serious 
damage to your credit. Please return the fo
llowing items within 15 days from 
the day you receive this letter so that we c
an determine the assistance 
available to you: 
1, Detailed letter explaining the circumst
ances that caused your 
mortgage payments to fall behind 
2. Most recent pay stub from each borrowe.r
 
3. One bank statement for the most recent 
month (checking and savings) 
4. Completed Financial Form (enclosed) 
5. Completed Acknowledgement and Authoriza
tion Form (enclosed) 
6. Information in your Financial Form and 
letter detailing any existing 
liens on your property 
7. If applicable, a copy of a listing agre
ement and/or sales contract 
(if you are selling your property) 
8. If applicable, a copy of the death cert
ificate (if borrower is 
deceased) 
Please return the documents requested above 
t? the following address: 
ATTN: Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
We will review your information carefully an
d contact you as soon as we make a 
final decision, usually within 30-45 days fro
m the time we receive all of the 
required documentation. During the evaluatio
n process, we may require an 
interior appraisal of the residence. In thi
s case, we will contact you so that 
an appraiser can gain access to the property
. 
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tvn.,,i ,~-.i)--
Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETI, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
900 Pier View Drive, Suite 206 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
jas@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
r ' • ..'.UlL 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANK.ER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. , 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011 -28 
REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF CHASE'S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND IN 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
The Nickersons have not made any effort to support their claims that they are 
current on their loan, that their credit report has been damaged or that they suffered financial 
harm as a result of Chase's alleged actions. Without any substantive evidence, the Nickersons' 
claims must be dismissed as a matter of law. 
II. ARGUMENT 
A. The Nickersons' Motion to Strike Chase's Affidavit Should Be Denied. 
The Nickersons have filed a Motion to Strike regarding portions of the Affidavit 
of Jon A. Stenquist filed in support of Chase's Motion for Summary Judgment. The Motion to 
Strike states: 
COMES NOW the Defendants Nickerson, by and through their 
attorney of record, John C. Mitchell, and objects to the Affidavit of 
Jon Stenquist and moves the court for an Order Striking the portion 
of said Affidavit that contains inadmissible hearsay, statements 
without proper foundation, factual and legal conclusions, 
speculation and otherwise inadmissible evidence. Specifically the 
following: 
• Exhibits E, F, G, and H: Lack of foundation and hearsay. 
The rules do allow affidavits to be presented, but only based on 
evidence that would otherwise be admissible at the time of a 
hearing. Said affidavit fails to comply with the Idaho Rules of 
Evidence (IRE). 
The Defendant moves to strike all such inadmissible evidence. 
Nickerson defendants' Objection to Affidavit of Jon Stenquist and Motion to Strike p. 2. The 
Nickersons fail to elaborate or cite to any specific authority in support of their Motion to Strike 
REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF CHASE'S 
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the exhibits. 1 Their conclusory allegations and lack of legal authority or argument preclude the 
Court from granting their Motion to Strike. 
To the extent the Court is convinced that the exhibits to the Stenquist Affidavit 
lack foundation or constitute hearsay, Chase has provided the Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins in 
Support of Chase's Motion for Summary Judgment ("Watkins Aff."), attaching the same 
Exhibits F, G and H. Exhibit Fis a copy of the Nickersons' loan history letter and a detailed 
transaction history. Exhibits G and H are correspondence sent by Chase to the Nickersons 
regarding their loan. Ms. Watkins states: 
I am a Assistant Secretary for JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
("Chase"). I have been employed by Chase for the last 5 years. 
My business address is 350 S. Cleveland Ave, Floor 2, Westerville, 
OH 43081. 
I am trained in the use of, and have personal knowledge of Chase's 
accounting, records and document filing systems. Chase maintains 
these records in the ordinary course of business, utilizing electronic 
(computerized) systems, which I can access through Chase's 
internal computer software. 
Watkins Aff. ,, 1-2. Ms. Watkins is familiar with Chase's document system and documents 
generated as to customers' loans. Exhibits F, G and H were contained in the Nickersons' loan 
files and kept in the ordinary course of business. Ms. Watkins has laid an adequate foundation 
for these documents. In addition, as the documents are kept in the ordinary course of business, 
the documents are not hearsay under Idaho Rule of Evidence 803(6). 
1 The Nickersons also have not noticed their Motion to Strike for hearing on 
November 6th. Nor have they filed the requisite Motion to Shorten Time so that their Motion to 
Strike can be heard on that date. 
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Again, if the Court is inclined to agree with the Nickersons' Motion to Strike, 
then Chase urges the Court to consider the Watkins Aff. Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56( e) 
states in part "[t]he court may permit affidavits to be supplemented ... by ... further affidavits." 
Courts permit evidentiary defects to be cured with additional affidavits. For example, in Ex 
Parte Head, 572 So. 2d 1276 (Ala. 1990), a summary judgment movant failed to initially provide 
a copy of a contract relevant to the motion in his motion for summary judgment. The district 
court permitted the movant to supplement his affidavit with the contract, and the Alabama 
Supreme Court, citing to identical language in Alabama Rule of Civil Procedure 56( e ), held: 
"The court may permit affidavits to be supplemented or opposed 
by depositions, answers to interrogatories, or further affidavits." 
(Rule 56(e).) 
This is the only provision in Rule 56( e) that allows the trial court 
to exercise discretion in considering affidavit testimony in support 
of or in opposition to a motion for summary judgment. 
"Summary judgment is an excellent device by which [trial] 
courts may make expedited dispositions of those cases in 
which a trial would be fruitless. When summary judgment 
is inappropriate because the supporting or opposing 
materials are improper, the [trial] court has ample 
discretion to call upon the parties to remedy the defects by 
submitting supplemental affidavits or otherwise." 
Gordon v. Watson, 622 F.2d 120 (5th Cir. 1980). 
Applying this provision of Rule 56(e) to the facts of the instant 
case, we observe that the trial court, exercising its discretion, 
correctly allowed Thistle to file an amended affidavit in order to 
supply the trial court with a copy of the contract upon which 
Thistle's lawsuit was based. 
Head, 572 So. 2d at 1281. The court emphasized that permitting parties to remedy defects 
supports the goals of summary judgment. 
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The prior version of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56(e) contained identical 
language to Idaho's rule. Federal courts interpreting that rule have permitted moving parties to 
submit supplemental affidavits to cure evidentiary deficiencies.
2 Sutterland v. Potter, 597 
F. Supp. 2d 167 (D. Mass. 2008), involved an employment discrimination claim. The defendant 
employer moved for summary judgment and the plaintiff provided evidence in opposition to the 
motion, but failed to properly authenticate the evidence. The defendant employer moved to 
strike, and the court recognized that the evidence was deficient but stated: 
The Court could simply strike all of plaintiffs exhibits that are not 
authenticated or otherwise not in proper evidentiary form. Striking 
of all these exhibits would presumably result in the granting of 
defendant's summary judgment motion on all counts, as the 
plaintiff would have very little remaining evidence on which to 
base her opposition. 
The Court also, however, "has discretion to allow a party to cure 
deficiencies in supporting documentation." Rather than impose the 
draconian consequence of striking all objected-to exhibits, the 
Court will instead give plaintiff a 21-day period of time in which to 
file supplemental materials curing the defective submissions. 
Sutterland, 597 F. Supp. 2d at 173-74. See also Fitzgerald v. Borough, Civil No. 05-1264, slip 
op. pp. 14-17 (D.N.J. Sept. 6, 2007) (where movant' s response to nonmoving party's motion to 
strike contained affidavit curing evidentiary defect, court denied motion to strike and properly 
considered evidence when ruling on movant's motion for summary judgment); Liberty Curtin 
Concerned Parents v. Keystone Cent. Sch. Dist., 81 F.R.D. 590, 604 (M.D. Pa. 1979) (where 
moving party submitted additional affidavits in response to defendant's motion to strike, which 
2 The recently amended version of Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 56(e) goes even 
further to permit litigants to cure evidentiary defects in summary judgment affidavits. Rule 
56( e )(1) gives the court the authority to permit a party to properly support or address facts that 
have not been properly supported or addressed. 
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cured evidentiary defects, court declined to consider whether original affidavits were 
insufficient); accord NY State Energy v. Nuclear Fuel Servs., Inc., 561 F. Supp. 954, 960 
(W.D.N.Y. 1983). 
Chase requests the Court to apply these principles in this case and consider the 
Watkins Aff., as to do so will support Idaho policies. Idaho has a long-standing policy favoring 
a decision on the merits of the case over disposition upon a procedural technicality. Gubler v. 
Boe, 120 Idaho 294, 300, 815 P.2d 1034, 1040 (1991). Considering the exhibits in the Watkins 
Aff. will allow the Court to analyze the case on the merits. It will also support the purpose of 
summary judgment, which is to "eliminate the necessity of trial where facts are not in dispute 
and where existent and undisputed facts lead to a conclusion oflaw which is certain." Berg v. 
Fairman, 107 Idaho 441,444, 690 P.2d 896 (1984). Considering this evidence will also support 
the policy of preserving judicial resources. Because these identical exhibits were attached to the 
Affidavit of Jon Stenquist, the inclusion of this information would not be prejudicial to the 
Nickersons as they have had an opportunity to review and consider these documents. 3 If the 
Court refuses to consider the evidence, Chase may file a Motion to Reconsider with a valid 
affidavit. Considering the evidence now as opposed to later would support the preservation of 
judicial resources policy. 
The Court should deny the Nickersons' Motion to Strike. They have failed to 
produce any authority or argument to support their position. In addition, Chase has cured any 
defect regarding the summary judgment evidence. 
3 The exhibits that are the subject ofNickersons' Motion to Strike are also exhibits to the 
deposition of Donna Nickerson. 
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B. The Nickersons Offer no Evidence to Support Their Claim That They Were 
Not in Default in January 2010. 
Each of the Nickersons' claims relies on the allegation that the Nickersons were 
current on their loan in January 2010 when PHH began servicing the loan. They contend that 
PHH's refusal to take partial payments destroyed their credit which, in tum, ruined their 
reputation and kept them from obtaining employment. 
Although Chase has produced business records that show the Nickersons missed 
at least 11 payments from late 2008 through early 2010, the Nickersons dismiss this information 
as incorrect and inadmissible and simply baldly claim that they timely made all their payments. 
Their only support for this claim is that "Kim" at Chase told them their account was "in good 
standing" in January 2010 and that Wells Fargo Bank told them Chase had not reported their 
account delinquent as of January 2010. Nickersons' Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third 
Party Complaint and Jury Demand ,i,i 20, 21. These hearsay statements are not enough to prove 
they made the missing 11 payments and, thus, cannot create a genuine issue of fact. The 
Nickersons' case simply cannot rest upon the allegations in the pleadings or unsupported 
assertions. Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317, 322-23, 106 S. Ct. 2548 (1986); Radell v. 
Beeks, 115 Idaho 101, 765 P.2d 126 (1988). 
The Nickersons also refused to provide tax returns or provide testimony regarding 
their taxable income, which would at least indicate whether they had the ability to pay their loan. 
C. Nickerson Depo. 83:19 - 84:11 ("Q. How much was your gross income reported on your 20 
2009 tax return? A. I don't remember. Q. Do you know a range? Can you -- A. I won't 
answer that."). 
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Similarly, when asked to provide the details of their payments from memory, the 
Nickersons were completely uncooperative. Mrs. Nickerson stated that she made all the 
payments "she knew to make" or was "allowed to make," but she could not recall the details of 
any of the payments she made such as date, location, method or amount. See D. Nickerson 
Depo. 92:14-93:4, 132:25 -133:14, 168:24-169:4. Mr. Nickerson similarly lacked any 
knowledge of how, when or where these payments were made, having no recollection or 
documents to substantiate their claims. See C. Nickerson Depo. 40:11-23, 65:17 - 66:4, 88:9-23. 
Instead of providing information to support their alleged payments, the 
Nickersons ask that Chase prove a negative, namely that missing payments were not made. They 
challenge Chase and PHH's payment histories as inadmissible, umeliable or contradictory, but 
their burden-shifting strategy cannot salvage their claims as they have not met the minimum 
evidentiary threshold to withstand summary judgment. 
C. Chase's Payment History Shows a Substantial Default on the Note. 
Although unnecessary for purposes of Chase's summary judgment motion, it is 
important to underscore that the Nickersons were in significant breach of the note beginning in 
2008. The Nickersons were three payments behind on December 31, 2008, and thereafter failed 
to make any payments in January, March, April, May, June, July and August of 2009. Stenquist 
Aff. Ex. F; Watkins Aff. Ex. F. Sporadic payments beginning in September 2009 did not keep 
pace with the payment schedule and were certainly not sufficient to cure their significant 
payment default. Id. 
Beginning in January 2009, Chase sent multiple letters to the Nickersons 
requesting payment and offering assistance in the form of a loan workout. Id. at Exs. G, H. In 
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spite of these regular and urgent letters to the Nickersons, which at a minimum notified the 
Nickersons of the alleged accounting problems, the Nickersons failed to keep receipts, retain 
canceled checks or otherwise maintain or provide bank statements to prove to Chase that they 
were, in fact, making payments. Certainly with Chase's alleged accounting problems beginning 
as early as 2008, the Nickersons should be prepared to provide at least some documentary 
evidence of Chase's alleged mistakes. Instead, the Nickersons have not produced any 
documentation and have further refused to answer questions regarding their income, taxes and 
work history. These failures underscore that the Nickersons' claims cannot withstand scrutiny. 
Ill. CONCLUSION 
Because the Nickersons have failed and refused to provide any evidence that 
Chase's accounting is incorrect, that Chase reported anything negative or untruthful on their 
credit report or that Chase was the cause of any damages, their claims against Chase must be 
dismissed as a matter oflaw. 
DATED this 5th day of November, 2012. 
MOFFA IT, THOMAS, BARRETI, ROCK & 
FIBLDS, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 5th day of November, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF CHASE'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE to be served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rammell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P .O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimi]e: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
-- ~i.,- --
Jon~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, et al. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON, et al., 
Defendants. 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 










John Stenquist, Attorney for J.P. Mortgage 
John Mitchell, Attorney for the Nickerson's 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 11/07/2012 Tape: CD470-2 Time: 1 :59 P.M. 




1 :59 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, presiding. Parties present 
telephonically: Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for PHH Mortgage; John Mitchell, 
Attorney for Defendants; John Stenquist, Attorney for J.P. Morgan Chase 
Bank. Court advises this is the time to hear the motions for summary judgment 
filed . Court speaks and inquires of Mr. Mitchell if he has anything further he 
wishes to add. 
2:00 Mr. Mitchell speaks. 
2:04 In response to inquiry from the Court Mr. Manwaring advises 
2:05 Mr. Stenquist speaks. 
2:05 Court inquires regarding the motions to strike. 
2:06 Court grants motion to strike paragraphs 5, 6 and 8. 
2:07 Colloquy regarding motions to strike exhibits. Court grants motion to strike F, 
G and H. 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
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PHH MORTGAGE, et al VS. CHARLES NICKERSON, et al 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
2:09 Court speaks re: affd. filed and the exhibits. 
2:11 Court speaks to Mr. Manwaring 
2:12 Mr. Manwaring speaks. 
2: 13 Ct. regarding assignment from Caldwell to Chase in the beginning. 
2:16 In response to inquiry from the Court Mr. Mitchell responds to default 
allegations. 
2:27 Court speaks regarding Chase Bank records contained in several affidavit's 
that don't match. 
2:29 Mr. Manwaring speaks. 
2:34 Court speaks regarding other issues that are before the Ct: allegations of good 
faith and fair dealing, breach of contract, covenant of good faith and fair 
dealing and the fair debt collection act. Mr. Mitchell responds. 
2:38 Court responds. 
2:39 Court speaks to Mr. Stenquist regarding: Mr. Stenquist responds. 
2:45 Court speaks to Mr. Manwaring. Mr. Manwaring responds. 
2:47 Mr. Mitchell responds. 
2:49 Court speaks to Mr. Manwaring regarding payments. Mr. Manwaring responds. 
2:50 Counsel has nothing further to add. 
2:50 Court speaks to counsel and advises he will not make a final ruling for a couple 
days but will get a decision out as soon as possible so the trial setting in 
December can be kept. 
2:51 Court in recess. 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 2 of 2 
Approved: 
MICHAEL J. GRIFFIN 
District Judge 
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COJ\.1ES NOW the Defendants Nickerson, by and through their 
attorney ofrecord, John C. 
Mitchell, and objects to the Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkin
s to the extent that according to her 
affidavit it is obvious that Chase has not disclosed all of the rec
ords it has regarding this matter. 
4 Also object to 
the extent that said Affidavit and Exhibits attempt to establis
h the Nickersons 1 
payme11t history because oflack of foundation and hearsay. Add
itionally without more foundation 
5 
Exhibit Fis nonsensical and should not be admitted. For exam





















According to Exhibit F then on January 21, 2010, the principa
l balance was a negative $1,186.90. 
So according to this Exhibit on January 21, 2010, the Nickersons 
were not in default. 
The Defendant moves to strike all such inadmissible evidence. 
DATED this /jf~day of November, 2012. 
Jo itchell, a me ber of the fmn 
ney for Defendants Nickexson 
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CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
MEMORANDUM OPINION 
RE: CHASES' MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
J P Morgan Chase Bank, N.A. (C
hase) filed a motion for summary
 judgment regarding 
Nickersons' third party claims again
st Chase. Chase relies upon an aff
idavit of Jon Stenquist. The 
Nickersons rely upon an affidavit of J
ohn C. Mitchell and the Nickcrsons' ver
ified Amended Answer. 
The Nickersons objected to some 
of Jon Stenquist's affidavit on the
 grounds that certain 
statements and records were inadm
issible hearsay, and lacked foundat
ion. The court granted the 
Nickersons' motion to strike with res
pect to exhibits E, 0, and H to Jon Ste
nquist's affidavit. 
ISSUES CITED IN MOTION FOR S
UMMARY JUDGMENT 
Should Nickersons' third party com
plaint against Chase be dismissed 
for failure to present 




NICKERSONS' THIRD PARTY CLAIM 
BREACH OF COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AN
D FAIR DEALING 
In order to establish a prima facie case for Brea
ch of the Covenant of Good Faith and Fair 
Dealing, which is implied in every contract, the Nic
kersons must put forth evidence on each element: 1)
 a 
contractual duty (the duty to not violate, qualify, o
r significantly impair any express or implied right 
of 
the Nickersons exists in this contract); 2) failure o
f Chase to Perform this contractual duty; 3) damage
s; 
and 4) the damages were proximately caused by the
 breach of duty. 
Chase initially serviced this loan, There was no co
ntract between Chase and the Nickersons that 
has been presented to the court. 
The trial court is not required to scour the record lo
oking for evidence that may create a genuine 
issue of material fact. Rather, the party opposing
 the summary judgment is required to bring suc
h 
evidence to the court's attention. The Nickersons h
ave not brought to the court's attention any evidenc
e 
of a contract, or how Chase violated any contractua
l duty, or any evidence of damages. Nor did the cou
rt 
in its examination of the record find any such eviden
ce. 
Failure to present evidence on any one element req
uires the granting of summary judgment as to 
the entire claim. 
Therefore, Chase's motion for summary judgment 
on Nickersons' third party claim of Breach of 
Good Faith and Fair Dealing should be granted. 
NICKERSONS' THIRD PARY CLAIM 
BREACH OF NOTE (CONTRACT) 
The Nickersons allege that Chase breached the
ir contract by not providing notice to the 
Nickersons that they were in default and give them 
a specific date to cure the default. 
It is undisputed that Chase, while it was servicing t
he loan, did send Nickersons an Acceleration 
Warning, dated January 4, 2009 (and again on Febr
uary 4, 2009) notifying the Nickersons that their loa
n 
was in default and indicating that $7,294.97 had to
 be paid that month or an additional $2,328.99 had
 to 
be paid if payment was made after the 1st of the mon
th, and that these funds had to be paid within 32 day
s 
to cure the default. 
The Ni.ckersons have offered no evidence to suppor
t their claim that Chase breached any contract 
by not giving proper notice of default and a grace pe
riod to cure the default. 
Therefore, Chase's motion for summary judgment 
on Nickersons' third party claim of breach of 
contract should be granted. 
NICKERSONS' THIRD PARTY CLAIM 
BREACH OF 12 U.S.C. § 2605 
The Nickersons claim that Chase violated this feder
al statute which relates to servicing mortgage 
loans and administering escrow accounts. The sta
tute has certain requirements regarding disclosure 
of 
information to borrowers when the servicing of a lo
an is transferred, or when a note is assigned or sold. 
The Nickersons' claim does not specify which sec
tion(s) of the statute were allegedly violated. 
The Nickersons have not supported this third part
y claim with any evidence. In their depositions t
he 
Nickersons acknowledge they were made aware of
 who was servicing their loan and who owned the no
te 
in question. 
Therefore, Chase's motion for summary judgment 
on Nickersons' third party claim for a breach 
of 12 U.S.C. § 2605 should be granted. 
MEMORANDUM OPINION-2 
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NICKERSONS' THIRD PARTY CLAIM 
BREACH OF FEDERAL FAIR COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
This statute does not apply to Chase because Chase is not a "debt collector'' under the statute. 
Therefore, Chase's motion for summary judgment on the Nickersons' third party claim of breach of the 
Federal Fair Collection Practices Act should be granted. 
SUMMARY 
Chase's motion for summary judgment should be granted as to all of the Nickersons' third party 
claims for failure to present any evidence to support the elements of those third party claims, and/or the 
claims are not proper because the cited statutes do not apply to the facts of this case. 
Dated this //, 'day of November, 2012. 
·.Michael J. Griffin 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do hereby certify that a copy of the 
foregoing was mailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the day of , 20 __ , 
to: 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
John C. Mitchell 
Clark & Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt & Thomas 
P.O. Box 51505 





Carrie Bird, Clerk of Court 
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CASE NO. CV 201 I -28 
MEMORANDUM OPINION 
RE: PHH'S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
PHH Mortgage (PHH) filed a motion for summary judgment on its claim 
for foreclosure of a 
mortgage, and on Nickersons' counterclaims against PHH. PHH relies
 upon an affidavit of Ron 
Casperite, and affidavit of Kipp L. Manwaring, and an affidavit of Brandie 
S. Watkins. The Nickersons 
rely upon an affidavit of John C. Mitchell and the Nickcrsons' verified Amen
ded Answer. 
The Nickersons objected to some of Ron Casperite's affidavit on the g
rounds that certain 
statements and records were not business records of PHH, foundation, and
 Mr. Casperite's statements 
were inadmissible hearsay. The court granted the Nickersons' motion to strik
e with respect to paragraphs 
#5, 6, and 8 of Ron Casperite's affidavit. 





ISSUES CITED IN MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Is PHH permitted to foreclose its deed of trust if the Nickersons have defaulted on their loan 
payments? 
Should Nickersons' cqunterclaim against PHH be dismissed for failure to present evidence on 
every element of their counterclaim? 
UNDISPUTED FACTS RE: PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT 
In October of 2002 the Nickersons purchased approximately 50 acres of land in Clearwater 
County, Idaho from Margaret Laird. At the same time the Nickersons executed a promissory note in the 
principal amount of $285,000.00 in favor of Coldwell Bank Mortgage (a subsidiary of PHH). The note 
required the Nickersons to make payments (initially: $1,760.36 per month) beginning December 1, 2002. 
The note was initially serviced by JP Morgan Chase Bank (Chase), and later reconveyed to PHH. 
DISPUTED FACTS RE: PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT 
According to Chase's records (attached to Watkins' affidavit) the Nickersons made monthly 
payments in January, February, and March, 2008. They made 2 payments in April (the last one near the 
end of April), but no payment in May, 2008. A monthly payment was made in June, 2008. No payment 
was made in July, 2008, but 2 payments were made in August, 2008. No payments were made in 
September or October, 2008. Two payments were made in November, 2008. No payment was made in 
December, 2008. No payment was made in January, 2009. A monthly payment was made in February, 
2009. No payments were made in March, April, May, June, July, August, or September, 2009. A 
payment was reflected in Chase's records for October 3, 2009, but later subtracted back out on October 
14, 2009. Monthly payments were made in November and December, 2009. Two payments were made 
in January, 2010. Notice of default and acceleration of the note was provided to the N ickersons in 
January and February, 2010. PHH notified the Nickersons that they were in default on their loan as of 
January, 2010. 
Exhibit B to Mr. Mitchell's affidavit is a Chase record comparing projected and actual escrow 
account balances. The negative escrow balances generally coincide with months in which there was no 
payment according to Chase's records in Watkins' affidavit. The same exhibit B does reflect a large 
payment into the escrow account in July, 2009, and a positive escrow balance as of August, 2009. 
Nickersons' verified Amended Answer claims a payment was made in September, 2009; that 
Chase told the Nickersons they did not have to make a payment in October, 2009; and that monthly 
payments were made in November and December, 2009, and January, 2010. 
DISCUSSION 
There is a genuine material issue of fact as to whether or not the Nickersons were in default on 
their loan as of January and February, 2010 when they were notified that their account was in default and 
foreclosure would be pursued. Because there are disputed facts regarding the plaintiff's claim, the 
Nickersons' defenses of waiver, estoppel, and !aches will not be addressed. 
Therefore, summary judgment on the plaintiff's complaint should be denied. 
NICKERSONS' AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE OF 
THE FEDERAL FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
The plaintiff's claim is for foreclosure of a mortgage, not a debt collection, and is not subject to 
the Federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act. Since PHH owns the note they are not a "debt collector" 
under the Act. 





BREACH OF COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING 
In order to establish a prima facie case of Breach of the Covenant of Good Faith and Fair 
Dealing, which is implied in every contract, the Nickersons must put forth evidence of each element: 1) a 
contractual duty (the duty to not violate, qualify, or significantly impair any express or implied right of 
the Nickersons exists in this contract); 2) failure of PHH to Perform this contractual duty; 3) damages; 
and 4) the damages were proximately caused by the breach of duty. 
The trial court is not required to scour the record looking for evidence that may create a genuine 
issue of material fact. Rather, the party opposing the summary judgment is required to bring such 
evidence to the court's attention. The Nickersons have not brought to the court's attention any evidence 
of how PHH violated this contractual duty, or any evidence of damages, nor did the court in its 
examination of the record find any such evidence. 
Failure to present evidence on any one element requires the granting of summary judgment as to 
the entire claim. 
Therefore, PHH's motion for summary judgment on Nickersons' counterclaim of Breach of Good 
Faith and Fair Dealing should be granted. 
NICKERSONS' COUNTERCLAIM 
BREACH OF NOTE (CONTRACT) 
The Nickersons allege that PHH breached their contract by not providing notice to the Nickersons 
that they were in default and give them a specific date to cure the default. 
It is undisputed that Chase did send an Acceleration Warning, dated January 4, 2009 (and again 
on February 4, 2009) notifying the Nickersons that their loan was in default and indicating that $7,294.97 
had to be paid that month or an additional $2,328.99 had to be paid if payment was made after the 1st of 
the month, and that these funds had to be paid within 32 days to cure the default. 
The Nickersons have offered no evidence to support their claim that PHH breached their contract 
by not giving proper notice of default and a grace period to cure the default. 
Therefore, PHH's motion for summary judgment on Nickersons' counterclaim of breach of 
contract should be granted. 
NICKERSONS' COUNTERCLAIM 
BREACH OF 12 U.S.C. § 2605 
The Nickersons claim that PHH violated this federal statute which relates to servicing mortgage 
loans and administering escrow accounts. The statute has certain requirements regarding disclosure of 
information to borrowers when.the servicing of a loan is transferred, or when a note is assigned or sold. 
The Nickersons' claim does not specify which sections of the statute were allegedly violated. 
The Nickersons have not supported this counterclaim with any evidence. In their depositions the 
Nickersons acknowledge they were made aware of who was servicing their loan and who owned the note 
in question. 
Therefore, PHH's motion for summary judgment on Nickersons' counterclaim for a breach of 12 
U.S.C. § 2605 should be granted. 
NICKERSONS' COUNTERCLAIM 
BREACH OF FEDERAL FAIR COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
This was discussed earlier as the Nickersons included this claim as an affirmative defense in 
addition to pleading it as a counterclaim. For the reasons set forth above PHH's motion for summary 
MEMORANDUM OPINION-3 
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judgment should be granted on Nickersons' counterclaim of Breach of the Federal Fair Collection 
Practices Act. 
NICKERSONS'COUNTERCLAIM 
BREACH OF FEDERAL FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT 
In order to prevail against PHH's motion for summary judgment the Nickersons must present 
some evidence that PHH (or Chase) submitted unfavorable reports to a credit reporting business, and that 
as a result the Nickersons suffered damages. 
The Nickersons have not offered or brought to the court's attention any evidence to show that 
PHH or Chase reported the Nickersons' alleged default and proposed foreclosure to a credit reporting 
business. The NJckersons have not reviewed their credit ratings, and thus have no evidence that even if 
PHH or Chase sent any report to a credit reporting business, their credit ratings were adversely affected. 
Therefore, PHH's motion for summary judgment on Nickersons' counterclaim for breach of the 
Federal Fair Credit Reporting Act should be granted. 
SUMMARY 
PHH's motion for summary judgment on their claim of foreclosure should be denied because 
there is a genuine issue of material fact ( whether or not the Nickersons were in default on their loan as of 
January/February 20 l 0). 
PHH's motion for summary judgment should be granted as to a11 of the Nickersons' 
counterclaims for failure to present any evidence to support the elements of those counterclaims, and/or 
the counterclaims are not proper because the cited statutes do not apply to the facts of this case. Summary 
judgment should also be granted as to the Nickersons' affirmative defense that alleged PHH breached the 
Federal Fair Collection Practices Act. 
Dated this ,day ofNovember, 2012. 
MEMORANDUM OPINION-4 
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CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
ORDER GRANTING PHH'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT rN PART 
For the reasons set forth in the court's memorandum opinion filed contemporaneously with this 
order PHH's motion for summary judgment is granted in pa1t and all counterclaims against PHH are 
dismissed. 
It is further Ordered that the Nickersons' affirmative defense alleging breach of the Federal Fair 
Debt Collection Practices Act is dismissed. 
PHI f's motion for summary judgment on its complaint is denied. 
Ordered this ..J__ day of November, 20 12. 
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CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
ORDER GRANTING CHASE'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
For the reasons set forth in the court's memorandum opinion filed contemporaneously w
ith this 
order Chase's motion for swnmary judgment is granted and all third party claims agai
nst J P Morgan 
Chase Bank, N. A. are dismissed. 
Ordered this_' _ day of November, 201 2. ..,__ ... 
t ' 
Michael J. Griffin 
District Judge 
699
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Co~ do hereby certify that a copy of the 
foregoing was mailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the / · day of NoVtn.6e.r: , 20}L, 
to: 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
John C. Mitchell 
Clark & Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt & Thomas 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
_ ,../U.S. Mail 
/ . 
__ U.S. Ma1l 
___iu.S. Mail 
700
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
, tv_1c11- CJ/f-- -
- 1Lj_J1, I u 
a: 57 o'cl..ck _ ?_ ,.1 
Lllrr , t -B, rel 
__ 9tt_/ 
- J 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
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In accordance with the Cou1t' s Order Scheduling Case for Trial dated April 10, 2012, 
Plaintiff hereby submits its witness and exhibit list. 
Witnesses: 
1. Ronald Casperite; 
2. Chase employee 
3. Donna Nickerson 
4. Charles Nickerson 
Exhibits: 
1. Wa1Tanty deed 
2. Promissory Note 
3. Deed of Trust 
4. Payment history 
5. Illustrative spreadsheet of payment history 
6. Deposition of Donna Nickerson 
7. Deposition of Charles Nickerson 
DATED this 4t.7 day ofNovcmber 2012. 
~w2n7~ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the,<ob day of November 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Witness and Exhibit List - Page 2 
10650-NI 
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NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
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Plaintiff hereby submits its trial brief. 
In accordance with the court's memorandum decision and order on PHH Mortgage 
Company's motion for summary judgment, the issues remaining for trial are reduced to PHH's 
cause of action for judicial foreclosure subject to the Nickersons' defenses of waiver, estoppel, 
and laches. 
Pertinent facts, which will be developed at trial, are set forth below. 
By warranty deed recorded October 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190567 in the Recorder's 
Office for Clearwater County, Idaho Margaret Laird conveyed to Charles Nickerson and Donna 
Nickerson approximately 50 acres ofland in Clearwater County, Idaho. (Plaintiff's Exhibit 1). 
On or about October 4, 2002 the Nickersons executed in favor of Coldwell Banker 
Mortgage (a subsidiary of PHH) a promissory note in the principal amount of $285,000. 
(Plaintiff's Exhibit 2). The Nickersons have verified the authenticity of their signatures on that 
note and there will be no issue at trial concerning authenticity. 
To secure payment of the promissory note for the loan, the Nickersons granted a deed of 
trust naming PHH as beneficiary. (Plaintiff's Exhibit 3). That deed of trust was recorded October 
4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190568 in the Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
(Plaintiff's Exhibit 3). The Nickersons have verified the authenticity of their signatures on that 
deed of trust and there will be no issue at trial concerning authenticity. 
Paragraph 6 of the promissory note states as follows. "(B) If I do not pay the full amount 
of each monthly payment on the date it is due, I will be in default." (Plaintiff's Exhibit 2). In 
subparagraph 6(C) it states, "Even if, at a time when I am in default, the Note Holder does not 
require me to pay immediately in full as described above, the Note Holder will still have the right 
to do so ifI am in default at a later time." (Plaintiff's Exhibit 2). 
Paragraph 9 of the promissory note states as follows. "I and any other person who has 
obligations under this Note waive the rights of Presentment and Notice of Dishonor. 
'Presentment' means the right to require the Note Holder to demand payment of amounts due. 
'Notice of Dishonor' means the right to require the Note Holder to give notice to other persons 
that amounts due have not been paid." (Plaintiff's Exhibit 2). 
Paragraph 1 of the deed of trust contains similar language that PHH' s acceptance of 
partial payments does not constitute waiver of rights to demand full payment, accelerate payment 
upon default, or seek foreclosure. (Plaintiff's Exhibit 3). 
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The Nickersons defaulted in the monthly payment terms of the note and deed of trust. 
(Plaintiff's Exhibits 4, 5). PHH will establish at trial the default and total amount in default for 
purposes of obtaining judgment of foreclosure. 
PLAINTIFF'S FORECLOSURE CLAIM 
Idaho Code § 6-101(2) specifically states its provisions "must be construed in order to 
permit a secured creditor to realize upon collateral for a debt or other obligation agreed upon by 
the debtor and creditor." Idaho law has long recognized that a deed of trust may be treated as a 
mortgage for purposes of judicial foreclosure. Brown v. Bryan, 6 Idaho 1, 51 P. 995 (1898). 
Where the grantor of a deed of trust has defaulted, the beneficiary may in accordance vvith the 
terms of the instrument accelerate the amount due and seek foreclosure. Frazier v. Neilsen & 
Co., 115 Idaho 739, 769 P.2d 1111 (1989). 
Plaintiff believes the evidence at trial will establish the Nickersons' default and Plaintiffs 
right to foreclose the deed of trust. 
THE DEFENDANTS' DEFENSES 
The Nickersons have the burden of proving their defenses. Chandler v. Hayden, 14 7 
Idaho 765,215 P.3d 485 (2009). 
Waiver 
"A waiver is a voluntary and intentional relinquishment of a known right or advantage. 
Waiver will not be inferred; the intent to waive must clearly appear. The party asserting waiver 
must show that he acted reasonably in reliance upon it and that he has altered his position to his 
detriment." Record Steel & Construction Inc. v. Martel Construction Inc., 129 Idaho 288, 923 
P.2d 995 (Ct. App. 1996). 
There are no facts known to PHH sustaining the Nickersons' defense of waiver. PHH has 
not waived its right to foreclose. As contained in the language of the promissory note and deed of 
trust, PHH may accept late payments after default without waiving its right to foreclose. 
Estoppel 
"The elements of equitable estoppel are: (1) a false representation or concealment of a 
material fact made with actual or constructive knowledge of the truth; (2) the party asserting 
Trial Brief - Page 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the .2_0 !h. day of November 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
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[ ] Hand Delivered 
(X] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ J Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
" Leslie Northrup 
Paralegal 
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estoppel did not know and could not have discovered the truth; (3) an intent that a 
misrepresentation or concealment be relied upon; and ( 4) the party asserting estoppel relied on 
the misrepresentation or concealment to his or her prejudice." Record Steel & Construction Inc. 
v. Martel Construction Inc., 129 Idaho 288, 923 P.2d 995 (Ct. App. 1996). 
"The doctrine of quasi-estoppel applies when a person asserts a right inconsistent with a 
position previously taken by him, with knowledge of the facts and his rights, to the detriment of 
the person seeking to apply the doctrine. Quasi-estoppel does not require a false representation. 
Rather, it is a doctrine designed to prevent one party from gaining an unconscionable advantage 
by changing positions." Record Steel. 
PHH has never taken an inconsistent position. Indeed, the Nickersons' main argument is 
that an employee of Chase, not PHH, may have stated the Nickersons' loan was current. 
However, the Nickersons have never identified that employee, nor are there any facts supporting 
the Nickersons reasonable belief that their loan was current. 
Laches 
"Laches is such neglect or omission to assert a right as, taken in conjunction with the 
lapse of time more or less great, and other circumstances causing prejudice to an adverse party, 
operates as a bar in a court of equity." Smith v. Faris-Kesl Construction Co., 150 P. 25, 27 Idaho 
407, 426-427 (1915). 
Idaho courts have long followed the general rule, "that independent of any statute of 
limitation, courts of equity uniformly decline to assist a person who has slept upon his rights and 
shows no excuse for his laches in asserting them," Just v. Idaho Canal etc. Co., 16 Idaho 639, 
102 P. 381 (1909). However, laches is not invoked or applied where it manifestly appears that its 
application is not essential in order to protect the adverse party from being placed in a worse 
condition by reason of the delay than he would have been in had the action been prosecuted with 
greater diligence. Smith v. Faris-Kesl Construction Co., 150 P. 25, 27 Idaho 407, 426-427 
(1915). 
"Lapse of time may be considered as an important element, but is not controlling, and the 
court should give proper and due regard to the surrounding circumstances and the acts of the 
parties and their relationship to the property involved in the controversy." Id. "Lapse of time 
alone is not sufficient to justify a dismissal of the action." Id. Rather, there must be delay 
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occasioned by evidence that the cause of action has been abandoned. If there is no such evidence, 
the defense of laches fails. Id. 
There is no evidence of delay together with abandonment by PHH of its action for 
foreclosure for such period of time as to constitute laches. Indeed, PHH has timely prosecuted 
this action. 
Accordingly, PHH believes the Nickersons will not be able to sustain their burden of 
proof on any defense. 
TRIAL 
Although the Nickersons requested jury trial, under Idaho law jury trial is not available in 
a judicial foreclosure action. Idaho First Nat. Bank v. Bliss Valley Foods, Inc., 824 P.2d 841, 121 
Idaho 266 (1991). Where all of the Nickersons' counterclaims have been dismissed, there are no 
issues remaining triable to a jury. See David Steed and Associates, Inc. v. Young, 766 P.2d 717, 
115 Idaho 247 (1988). 
PHH believes foreclosure of a note and mortgage is an equitable proceeding, in which 
neither party is entitled to a jury trial. Thus, court trial is required. 
PHH believes court trial will take 1 day. 
PHH has submitted its witness and exhibit list. 
EVIDENTIARY ISSUES 
PHH anticipates no significant evidentiary issues. 
DATED this ;;).& day of November 2012. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, et al. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON, et al., 
Defendants. 










Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for Plaintiff 
John Stenquist, Attorney for J.P. Mortgage 
John Mitchell, Attorney for the Nickerson's 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 11/27/2012 Tape: CD544-1 Time: 1 :01 P.M. 
Subject of Proceeding: Final Pretrial Conference 
---------------------------------------- -------------------------
FOOTAGE: 
1 :01 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, presiding. Parties present 
telephonically: Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for PHH Mortgage; John Mitchell, 
Attorney for Defendants. Court advises this is the time for the final pretrial 
conference. Court further states it has been brought to his attention , counsel 
wishes for the jury trial to be continued. 
1 :02 Mr. Manwaring advises it is his understanding that Mr. Mitchell intends to file 
motions so a continuance would be necessary. Mr. Manwaring wishes to have 
the trial continued to a date in late January or early February. 
1 :03 Colloquy between Court and counsel regarding trial dates. 
1 :03 John Stenquist is now present telephonically. Court advises counsel wishes to 
have the trial continued. 
1 :04 Court speaks and continues the jury trial to February 25, 2013 beginning at 
9:00 a.m. Trial is expected to take 3 days to try. 
1 :04 Mr. Mitchell advises he expected to file his motions on Monday and will 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 of 2 
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PHH MORTGAGE, et al VS. CHARLES NICKERSON, et al 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
coordinate with Judge Griffin's clerk for a date to hear the motions. 
1 :05 Mr. Manwaring speaks and feels it may be easier if the court sets a date to 
hear the motions now, while everyone is on the line. 
1 :06 Colloquy regarding date for motion hearing. 
1 :08 Court sets motion hearing on January 9, 2013 at 9:00 a.m. PST. Mr. Mitchell 
to file his motions by Monday and will include a notice of hearing for the 9th 
along with the motion. 
1 :08 Mr. Stenquist inquires of the Court if he should file a proposed order. 
1 :09 Court advises it wouldn't hurt to wait until everyone knows the outcome of the 
hearing on January 9th. 
1 :09 Court advises a new trial notice will be sent out and requests Mr. Mitchell to file 
the notice of hearing for the January 9th hearing along with his motions. 
1 :09 Court in recess. 
Approved: 
MICHAEL YGRIFFIN 
' District Judge 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 2 of 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON, and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; KNOWLTON) 
& MILES PLLC; WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A., ) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a/ ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP MORGAN CHASE) 
BANK N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants, ) 
Case No. CV2011-28 
ORDER SCHEDUUNG 
CASE FOR TRIAL 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-entitled case be set for jury trial before 
the Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, at the Clearwater County Courthouse in 
Orofino, Idaho on the 25th day of February, 2013 at 9:00 a.m., Pacific Time. Trial is 
expected to last three days. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all parties shall submit any requested jury 
instructions to the court and opposing counsel at least 7 days before the trial. 
Dated this '.,J..7.s- day of ;t/ .. iJ;2 d-v , 2012. 
ORDER FOR TRIAL-1 
Michael J. Griffin 
District Court Judge I 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/DELIVERY 
I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing ORDER FOR TRIAL was 
mailed by the undersigned at Orofino, Idaho this 27th day of November, 2012, 
to: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
John Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, 
Rock & Fields, Chartered 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
ORDER FOR TRIAL-2 
Carrie Bird 
Clerk of the District Court 
By: ~ - ~ ~ 
Deputy c~ 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
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Plaintiff hereby submits its trial brief. 
In accordance with the court's memorandum decision and order on PHH Mortgage 
Company's motion for summary judgment, the issues remaining for trial are reduced to PHH's 
cause of action for judicial foreclosure subject to the Nickersons' defenses of waiver, estoppel, 
and laches. 
Pertinent facts, which will be developed at trial, are set forth below. 
By warranty deed recorded October 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190567 in the Recorder's 
Office for Clearwater County, Idaho Margaret Laird conveyed to Charles Nickerson and Donna 
Nickerson approximately 50 acres ofland in Clearwater County, Idaho. (Plaintiff's Exhibit 1). 
On or about October 4, 2002 the Nickersons executed in favor of Coldwell Banker 
Mortgage (a subsidiary of PHH) a promissory note in the principal amount of $285,000. 
(Plaintiff's Exhibit 2). The Nickersons have verified the authenticity of their signatures on that 
note and there will be no issue at trial concerning authenticity. 
To secure payment of the promissory note for the loan, the Nickersons granted a deed of 
trust naming PHH as beneficiary. (Plaintiff's Exhibit 3). That deed of trust was recorded October 
4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190568 in the Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
(Plaintiff's Exhibit 3). The Nickersons have verified the authenticity of their signatures on that 
deed of trust and there will be no issue at trial concerning authenticity. 
Paragraph 6 of the promissory note states as follows. "(B) If I do not pay the full amount 
of each monthly payment on the date it is due, I will be in default." (Plaintiff's Exhibit 2). In 
subparagraph 6(C) it states, "Even if, at a time when I am in default, the Note Holder does not 
require me to pay immediately in full as described above, the Note Holder will still have the right 
to do so ifl am in default at a later time." (Plaintiff's Exhibit 2). 
Paragraph 9 of the promissory note states as follows. "I and any other person who has 
obligations under this Note waive the rights of Presentment and Notice of Dishonor. 
'Presentment' means the right to require the Note Holder to demand payment of amounts due. 
'Notice of Dishonor' means the right to require the Note Holder to give notice to other persons 
that amounts due have not been paid." (Plaintiff's Exhibit 2). 
Paragraph 1 of the deed of trust contains similar language that PHH' s acceptance of 
partial payments does not constitute waiver of rights to demand full payment, accelerate payment 
upon default, or seek foreclosure. (Plaintiff's Exhibit 3). 
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The Nickersons defaulted in the monthly payment terms of the note and deed of trust. 
(Plaintiff's Exhibits 4, 5). PHH will establish at trial the default and total amount in default for 
purposes of obtaining judgment of foreclosure. 
PLAINTIFF'S FORECLOSURE CLAIM 
Idaho Code § 6-101 (2) specifically states its provisions "must be construed in order to 
permit a secured creditor to realize upon collateral for a debt or other obligation agreed upon by 
the debtor and creditor." Idaho law has long recognized that a deed of trust may be treated as a 
mortgage for purposes of judicial foreclosure. Brown v. Bryan, 6 Idaho 1, 51 P. 995 (1898). 
Where the grantor of a deed of trust has defaulted, the beneficiary may in accordance with the 
terms of the instrument accelerate the amount due and seek foreclosure. Frazier v. Neilsen & 
Co., 115 Idaho 739, 769 P.2d 1111 (1989). 
Plaintiff believes the evidence at trial will establish the Nickersons' default and Plaintiffs 
right to foreclose the deed of trust. 
THE DEFENDANTS' DEFENSES 
The Nickersons have the burden of proving their defenses. Chandler v. Hayden, 147 
Idaho 765,215 P.3d 485 (2009). 
Waiver 
"A waiver is a voluntary and intentional relinquishment of a known right or advantage. 
Waiver will not be inferred; the intent to waive must clearly appear. The party asserting waiver 
must show that he acted reasonably in reliance upon it and that he has altered his position to his 
detriment." Record Steel & Construction Inc. v. Martel Construction Inc., 129 Idaho 288, 923 
P.2d 995 (Ct. App. 1996). 
There are no facts known to PHH sustaining the Nickersons' defense of waiver. PHH has 
not waived its right to foreclose. As contained in the language of the promissory note and deed of 
trust, PHH may accept late payments after default without waiving its right to foreclose. 
Estoppel 
"The elements of equitable estoppel are: (1) a false representation or concealment of a 
material fact made with actual or constructive knowledge of the truth; (2) the party asserting 
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estoppel did not know and could not have discovered the truth; (3) an intent that a 
misrepresentation or concealment be relied upon; and ( 4) the party asserting estoppel relied on 
the misrepresentation or concealment to his or her prejudice." Record Steel & Construction Inc. 
v. Martel Construction Inc., 129 Idaho 288,923 P.2d 995 (Ct. App. 1996). 
"The doctrine of quasi-estoppel applies when a person asserts a right inconsistent with a 
position previously taken by him, with knowledge of the facts and his rights, to the detriment of 
the person seeking to apply the doctrine. Quasi-estoppel does not require a false representation. 
Rather, it is a doctrine designed to prevent one party from gaining an unconscionable advantage 
by changing positions." Record Steel. 
PHH has never taken an inconsistent position. Indeed, the Nickersons' main argument is 
that an employee of Chase, not PHH, may have stated the Nickersons' loan was current. 
However, the Nickersons have never identified that employee, nor are there any facts supporting 
the Nickersons reasonable belief that their loan was current. 
Laches 
"Laches is such neglect or omission to assert a right as, taken in conjunction with the 
lapse of time more or less great, and other circumstances causing prejudice to an adverse party, 
operates as a bar in a court of equity." Smith v. Faris-Kesl Construction Co., 150 P. 25, 27 Idaho 
407, 426-427 (1915). 
Idaho courts have long followed the general rule, "that independent of any statute of 
limitation, courts of equity uniformly decline to assist a person who has slept upon his rights and 
shows no excuse for his laches in asserting them," Just v. Idaho Canal etc. Co., 16 Idaho 639, 
102 P. 381 (1909). However, laches is not invoked or applied where it manifestly appears that its 
application is not essential in order to protect the adverse party from being placed in a worse 
condition by reason of the delay than he would have been in had the action been prosecuted with 
greater diligence. Smith v. Faris-Kesl Construction Co., 150 P. 25, 27 Idaho 407, 426-427 
(1915). 
"Lapse of time may be considered as an important element, but is not controlling, and the 
court should give proper and due regard to the surrounding circumstances and the acts of the 
parties and their relationship to the property involved in the controversy." Id. "Lapse of time 
alone is not sufficient to justify a dismissal of the action." Id. Rather, there must be delay 
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occasioned by evidence that the cause of action has been abandoned. If there is no such evidence, 
the defense of laches fails. Id. 
There is no evidence of delay together with abandonment by PHH of its action for 
foreclosure for such period of time as to constitute laches. Indeed, PHH has timely prosecuted 
this action. 
Accordingly, PHH believes the Nickersons will not be able to sustain their burden of 
proof on any defense. 
TRIAL 
Although the Nickersons requested jury trial, under Idaho law jury trial is not available in 
a judicial foreclosure action. Idaho First Nat. Bankv. Bliss Valley Foods, Inc., 824 P.2d 841, 121 
Idaho 266 (1991). Where all of the Nickersons' counterclaims have been dismissed, there are no 
issues remaining triable to a jury. See David Steed and Associates, Inc. v. Young, 766 P.2d 717, 
115 Idaho 247 (1988). 
PHH believes foreclosure of a note and mortgage is an equitable proceeding, in which 
neither party is entitled to a jury trial. Thus, court trial is required. 
PHH believes court trial will take 1 day. 
PHH has submitted its witness and exhibit list. 
EVIDENTIARY ISSUES 
PHH anticipates no significant evidentiary issues. 
DATED this~ day of November 2012. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the -Ji day of November 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s ). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
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In accordance with the Court's Order Scheduling Case for Trial dated April JO, 2012, 
Plaintiff hereby submits its witness and exhibit list. 
Witnesses: 
1. Ronald Casperite; 
2. Chase employee 
3. Donna Nickerson 
4. Charles Nickerson 
Exhibits: 
1. Warranty deed 
2. Promissory Note 
3. Deed of Trust 
4. Payment history 
5. Illustrative spreadsheet of payment history 
6. Deposition of Donna Nickerson 
7. Deposition of Charles Nickerson 
DATED this 3:2_ day of November 2012. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ,,gf}day of November 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Jolm Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
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JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
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NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWT.,TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANK,N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru ) 
X, 
Defendant. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
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COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant Nickersons, by and through their attorney of 
record, John C. Mitchell, of the Law Offices of Clark and Feeney, and respectfully requests that it 
reconsider its Order Granting Chase's Motion for Summary Judgment and Order Granting PHH's 
Motion for Summary Judgment in Part entered in this matter on November 16, 2012. 
This Motion is based on the reasons to be set out in a supp01iing memorandum which will 
be fi led by December 7, 2012. 
Oral argument is r~ uested. 
DATED this _Q_ day of December, 2012. 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
At mey for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 3rii day of December, 2012, I caused to be served a true 
and conect copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring 0 Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 5027 1 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist ~ U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 0 Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 0 Telecopy (208) 522-511 1 
By ~/, ( /J~ A7; fur Defendants Nickerson 
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Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
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COMES NOW , the above-named Defendant Nickersons, by and through their attorney of 
record, John C. Mitchell, of the Law Offices of Clark and Feeney, and respectfully requests that the 
court extend the discovery deadline in this matter so that meaning discovery can be had. 
This Motion is based on the reasons to be set out in a supporting memorandum which will 
be filed by December 7, 2012. 
Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this -0~ day of December, 2012. 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
( 
John C. Mj chell, a member of the firm 
Attorney.for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 3 ye( day of December, 2012, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Ramm ell, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail Kipp Manwaring Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office 0 Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. 0 Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist g: U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 0 Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 0 Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
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YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the attorney for the above-named Defendants 
Nickersons will bring on for hearing his Motion for Reconsideration and Motion to Extend 
Discovery Deadline on Tuesday, January 29, 2012, at 10:00 a.m. (PST), or as soon thereafter as 
the matter may be heard, in the Clearwater County Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. 
If counsel wishes to appear telephonically, please notify the court and call the following 
number at the appropriate hearing time: (208) 476-8998. 
-th 
DATED this //:; day of January, 2013. 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
Jotw1c. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Atforney for Defendants Nickerson 
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PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
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PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
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JOHN C. MITC:HELL , being fust duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am the attorney for Defendants Nickersons in the above-entitled action. 
2. Defendants Nickersons served their First St oflnterrogatories, Requests for Production, 
and Requests for Admissions to PI~n-I, Coldwell Banker Mortgae, and JPMorgan Chase Bank on May 
31,2012. 





Third Party Defendant JP Morgan Chase Bank's Response to Nickersons' First Set 
of Requests for Admissions dated 07/02/12 is attached hereto as Exhibit A; 
Plaintiff's Response to Defendant Nickersons' Requests for Admissions dated 
07/03/12 is attached hereto as Exhibit B; 
JPMorgan Chase Bank's Answers and Responses to Defendants Charles and Donna 
Nickerson' s First set of Interrogatories sand Requests for Production dated 08/21 /12 
is attached hereto as Exhibit C. 
Plaintifrs Response to Defendant Nickersons' First Set of Interrogatories and 
Requests for Production dated 10/18/12 is attached hereto as Exhibit D. 
DATED this 2 b ~~y of January, 2013. 
c_,f~ 
itchell 
22Jtd._ efore me this __ day of January, 2013. 
Notary Public in a~di for t~e State of Idaho 
Residing at: UW1 <lb'[)(z 
My commission expires: d 3/0(, I I'/: 
• • 
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Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
420 Memorial Drive 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
j as@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
through X, 
Defendants. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. , 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV-11-0028 
THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S 
RESPONSES TO NICKERSONS' FIRST 
SET OF REQUESTS FOR 
ADMISSIONS 
EXHIBIT 
THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S RESPONSES j A 
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COMES NOW Third Party Defendant, JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("JPMorgan"), 
by and through undersigned counsel of record, and responds to plaintiffs first set of requests for 
admission as follows: 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
JPMorgan, based upon its current understanding and belief of the facts and the 
information presently known to it, responds and objects as follows to Third Party Plaintiffs First 
Set of Requests for Admissions ("Nickersons' Requests for Admission"). The following responses 
are based upon diligent exploration of JPMorgan' s understanding and belief respecting the matters 
about which inquiry was made. It is anticipated that further discovery, independent investigation 
and consultation with experts may supply additional facts, add meaning to known facts, and 
establish entirely new factual conclusions and legal contentions, all of which may lead to 
substantial additions to, modifications of, and variations from the responses herein set forth. The 
following responses are, therefore, made without prejudice to JPMorgan's right to produce 
evidence of subsequently discovered documents or facts. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Admit that in January of 2010, that the 
Nickersons' account was in good standing. 
RESPONSE NO. 1: JPMorgan Objects to Request for Admission No. 1 as the 
terms "good standing" are vague and ambiguous. Without waiving this objection, JPMorgan 
denies that the Nickerson were not in breach of their Promissory Note in January of 2010. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Admit Chase provided to PHH inaccurate 
information regarding the Nickersons' account. 
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RESPONSE NO. 2: JPMorgan Objects to Request for Admission No. 2 as the 
terms "inaccurate information" are vague, overly broad, ambiguous, and lacks time reference. 
Without waiving these objections, JPMorgan denies Request for Admission No. 2. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: Admit a foreclosure status has a negative 
effect on a person's credit rating. 
RESPONSE NO. 3: JPMorgan Objects to Request for Admission No. 3, because 
the determination of "a foreclosure status" on "a person's credit rating" is vague, overly broad, and 
ambiguous. JPMorgan further objects to this Request for Admission because the determination of 
the impact on "a person's credit rating" is hypothetical, requiring an objective analysis from a 
qualified third party. Furthermore, JPMorgan objects because "a person's credit rating" is largely 
effected by a person's failure to timely repay a debt, which may or may not be related to the 
actions taken by a creditor, including a foreclosure. Without waiving these objections, JPMorgan 
denies Request for Admission No. 3. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Admit Chase provided to PHH incorrect 
account history regarding the Nickersons' account. 
RESPONSE NO. 4: JPMorgan denies Request for Admission No. 4 and states that 
it provided information to PHH in the ordinary course of business. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: Admit that the Nickersons' account history 
provided by Chase to PHH was inaccurate. 
RESPONSE NO. 5: JPMorgan denies Request for Admission No. 5 and states that 
it kept and provided information to PHH in the ordinary course of business. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Admit that the Nickersons' account history 
provided by Chase to PHH was altered or incomplete, including but not limited to it not containing 
all transactions and alterations on the history. 
RESPONSE NO. 6: JPMorgan denies Request for Admission No. 6 and states that 
it kept and provided information to PHH in the ordinary course of business. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Admit the Nickersons' escrow statements 
provided in 2009 and 2010 did not match the Nickersons' account history provided in May 2010. 
RESPONSE NO. 7: JPMorgan objects to Request for Admission No. 7, because 
the terms "escrow statements provided in 2009 and 2010" are vague, overly broad and ambiguous. 
Without waiving this objection, JPMorgan denies this Request for Admission No. 7 and states that 
it kept and reported information in the ordinary course of business. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Admit Chase stopped sending monthly 
statements to the Nickersons in March 2009. 
RESPONSE NO. 8: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the time JPMorgan stopped sending monthly statements to the Nickersons, and therefore denies 
Request for Admission No. 8. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: Admit that the Nickersons requested to 
Chase to provide statements, transaction histories, account histories, and/or other documentation. 
RESPONSE NO. 9: JPMorgan objects to Request for Admission No. 9, because it 
is vague, overly broad, ambiguous, and lacks time reference. JPMorgan lacks sufficient 
information to form a beliefregarding the Nickersons' requests and therefore denies Request for 
Admission No. 9. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: Admit numerous Chase employees 
requested on behalf of the Nickersons that Chase provide statements, transaction histories, account 
histories, and/or other documentation. 
RESPONSE NO. 10: JPMorgan denies Request for Admission No. 10, because it is 
vague, overly broad, ambiguous, and lacks time reference. Without waiving these objections, 
JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a beliefregarding its employees' information 
requests and therefore denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: Admit that the Nickersons had telephone 
contact with Chase on a monthly basis starting in July 2008. 
RESPONSE NO. 11: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the truth of the matters asserted in Request for Admission No. 11, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: Admit the Nickersons made payments to 
Chase in November 2009, December 2009, and January 2010. 
RESPONSE NO. 12: JPMorgan admits that its records reflect funds received in 
November 2009, December 2009 and January 2010, but denies any further implication in this 
Request for Admission No. 12. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: Admit that in the following months, 
multiple Chase employees told the Nickersons that their account was not in foreclosure and they 
were in good standing as late as January 2010. 
RESPONSE NO. 13: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the truthfulness of Request for Admission No. 13, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: Admit that in February 2010 a Chase 
employee told the Nickersons that something was wrong in their account ledger. 
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RESPONSE NO. 14: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the truthfulness of Request for Admission No. 14, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: Admit that one or more requests for 
research were requested by a Chase employee attempting to straighten out the Nickersons' account 
ledger. 
RESPONSE NO. 15: JPMorgan objects to Request for Admission No. 15, because 
the terms "one or more requests for research" are vague, ambiguous, and lacks time reference. 
Without waiving these objections, JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to the 
truthfulness of Request for Admission No. 15, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: Admit that the Nickersons were verbally 
abused and/or threatened by Chase employees, including but not limited to threatening to throw the 
Nickersons and their children out on the streets. 
RESPONSE NO. 16: Deny. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: Admit that Chase purchased the insurance 
associated with the Nickersons' account with monies from the Nickersons' account. 
RESPONSE NO. 17: JPMorgan objects to Request for Admission No. 17, because 
the terms "insurance associated with the.Nickersons' account" are vague, ambiguous, and lacks a 
time reference. Without waiving this objection, JPMorgan denies Request for Admission No. 17 
and any implication that any of the Nickersons funds were used for purposes not allowed by the 
loan documents. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: Admit that the Nickersons' insurance that 
was purchased by Chase was cancelled on February 5, 2010. 
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RESPONSE NO. 18: JPMorgan incorporates its Response to Request for 
Admission No. 17, above. JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to the facts 
contained in Request for Admission No. 18, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: Admit that the Nickersons' insurance that 
was purchased by Chase was cancelled on the issue date of September 18, 2009. 
RESPONSE NO. 19: JPMorgan incorporates its Response to Request for 
Admission No. 17, above. JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to the facts 
contained in Request for Admission No. 19, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: Admit the monies charged for the 
purchasing of the insurance was not credited back to the Nickersons' account. 
RESPONSE NO. 20: JPMorgan incorporates its Response to Request for 
Admission No. 17, above. JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to the facts 
contained in Request for Admission No. 20, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: Admit Chase falsified account records 
related to the Nickersons' account. 
RESPONSE NO. 21: Deny. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: Admit that the Nickersons spoke with 
Chase employees with the understanding and verbal agreement that the conversations would be 
taped/recorded in their entirety. 
RESPONSE NO. 22: JPMorgan objects to Request for Admission No. 22, because 
it lacks reference to time. Without waiving this objection, JPMorgan lacks sufficient information 
to form a belief as to the facts contained in Request for Admission No. 22, and therefore, denies 
the same. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23: Admit the Nickersons stated in every 
phone conversation with Chase that they wanted to keep the property. 
RESPONSE NO. 23: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the facts contained in Request for Admission No. 23, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24: Admit the Nickersons stated in every 
phone conversation with Chase that they had the financial ability to keep their account current. 
RESPONSE NO. 24: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the facts contained in Request for Admission No. 24, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 25: Admit the Nickersons stated in every 
phone conversation with Chase that they wanted to work with Chase to resolve any conflicts and 
defaults related to their account. 
RESPONSE NO. 25: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the facts contained in Request for Admission No. 25, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26: Admit that when Chase employees refused 
to accept payments tendered by the Nickersons, the Nickersons clarified that the conversations 
were being taped/recorded. 
RESPONSE NO. 26: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the facts contained in Request for Admission No. 26, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27: Admit that each instance a Chase 
employee refused to accept payments tendered by the Nickersons, the Nickersons: 
a.) confirmed that the Chase employee fully understood that the Nickersons wanted to 
make a payment. 
b.) clarified with the Chase employees that the Nickersons had the money in their 
account to make such payments. 
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c.) confirmed with the Chase employees that they were refusing to receive such 
payments from the Nickersons. 
d.) requested that the Chase employee admit any/all of the above on tape. 
RESPONSE NO. 27: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the facts contained in Request for Admission No. 27, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28: Admit it is the responsibility of the 
mortgage company to maintain accurate records of all transactions and communications with their 
mortgagees. 
RESPONSE NO. 28: JPMorgan objects to Request for Admission No. 28, because 
the terms "accurate records" are ambiguous. Without waiving this objection, JPMorgan admits 
that the agreements the Nickersons signed govern the rights and obligations of the parties and 
require JPMorgan to keep records in the ordinary course of business. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29: Admit that the providing of taped 
conversations of a Chase employee's refusal to accept payments tendered by the Nickersons, would 
be damaging to Chase in this above-captioned matter. 
RESPONSE NO. 29: JPMorgan objects to Request for Admission No. 29, because 
the terms "would be damaging" are vague, ambiguous, and calls for a legal conclusion. Without 
waiving these objections, JPMorgan denies the Request for Admission No. 29. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30: Admit the Nickersons requested their 
conversations with any and all Chase employees to be recorded. 
RESPONSE NO. 30: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief to the 
facts contained in Request for Admission No. 30, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31: Admit that the Nickersons requested to 
pay their four (4) mortgage payments and that Chase employees refused to accept such payments. 
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RESPONSE NO. 31: JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to 
the facts contained in Request for Admission No. 31, and therefore, denies the same. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32: Admit that Chase refused a payment from 
the Nickersons. 
RESPONSE NO. 32: JPMorgan objects to Request for Admission No. 32, because 
the terms "refused a payment" are vague, ambiguous, and lacks a time reference. Without waiving 
these objections, JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to the facts contained in 
Request for Admission No. 32, and therefore, denies the same. 
DATED this 2nd day of July, 2012. 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2nd day of July, 2012, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S 
RESPONSES TO NICKERSONS' FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS to be 
served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rammell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ.- ISB 1779 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ.- lSB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ldaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOEST 
thru X, 
Defendant(s). 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT NICKERSONS' 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS 
In accordance with Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, the Defendants submit the following 
Responses to Defendant Nickersons' First Set of Requests for Admissions as follows: 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Please admit that PHH never provided to the 
Nickersons an opportunity of payment when PHH purchased their note from Chase. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Admit PHH sent an intent to foreclose notice to 
the Nickersons on February 5, 2010. 





RESPONSE: PHH admits to sending an intent to foreclose on the real property dated 
February 12, 2010. The remainder of the request is denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: Admit PHH received inaccurate account status 
from Chase. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Admit a foreclosure status has a negative effect 
on a person's credit score. 
RESPONSE: This request is asking for a legal conclusion. In that respect the request is 
Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: Admit Chase provided incorrect account 
information and status to PHH. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Admit that the Nickersons' account history 
provided to PHH by Chase is inaccurate. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Admit that the Nickersons' account history 
provided by Chase to PHH was incomplete, including but not limited to it not containing all 
transactions and alterations on the history. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8: Admit the escrow statements provided in 2009 
and 2010 do not match the Nickersons' account history provided in May 2010. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 9: Admit the Nickersons requested an account 
history from PHH, but PHH stated they did not have any account history from Chase. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: Admit PHH could not validate the default 
amount in the February 2010 default letter. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11: Admit PHH could not validate the default 
amount in the February 2010 default letter because PHH did not have a detailed account history 
from Chase. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: Admit the Nickersons called numerous times, 
beginning in February 2010, attempting to make payments and work out a solution. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: Admit the Nickersons made payments to 
Chase in November 2009, December 2009, and January 2010. 
RESPONSE: PHH is unaware of any payments made or not made by the Nickersons to 
Chase. In that regard this request is denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 14: Admit that the Nickersons spoke with PHH 
employees with the understanding and verbal agreement that the conversations would be taped in 
their entirety. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: Admit the Nickersons stated in every phone 
conversation with PHH that they wanted to keep the property. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: Admit the Nickersons stated in every phone 
conversation with PHH that they had the financial ability to keep their account current. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: Admit the Nickersons stated in every phone 
conversation with PHH that they wanted to work with PHH to cure any conflicts and defaults 
related to their account. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: Admit that when PHH employees refused to 
accept payments tendered by the Nickersons, the Nickersons clarified that the conversations 
were being taped. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: Admit that each instance a PHH employee 
refused to accept payments tendered by the Nickersons, the Nickersons: 
a) confirmed that the PHH employee fully understood that the Nickersons wanted to 
make a payment. 
b) clarified with the PHH employees that the Nickersons had the money in their account 
to make such payments. 
c) confirmed with the PHH employees that they were refusing to receive such payments 
from the Nickersons. 
d) requested that the PHH employee admit any/all of the above on tape. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: Admit it is the responsibility of the mortgage 
company to maintain accurate records of all transactions and communications with their 
mortgagees. 
RESPONSE: PHH admits that it is the mortgage company's responsibility to maintain 
an accurate record of transactions. The remainder of the request is denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: Admit the providing of taped conversations of 
the PHH employees' refusing to accept payments tendered by the Nickersons would be damaging 
to PHH in this above-captioned matter. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: Admit the Nickersons requested their 
conversations with any and all PHH employees to be recorded. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23: Admit that the Nickersons requested to pay 
their mortgage payments and that PHH employees refused to accept such payments. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24: Admit that PHH refused payments from the 
Nickersons. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. [30) 25: Admit Genworth recommended to PHH 
to work out a solution with the Nickersons on numerous occasions. 
RESPONSE: Denied . 
..... ,,;::.~ 
DATED this"":, day of July 2012. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~d. day of July 2012, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
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Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFATI, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
F IELDS, CHARTERED 
420 Memorial Drive 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-511 1 
jas@rnoffatt.com 
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Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N .A. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON &MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
through X, 
Defendants. 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV-11-0028 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S 
ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO 
DEF.ENDANTS CHARLES AND 
DONNA NICKERSON'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS 
FOR PRODUCTION 
EXHIBIT 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO DEFENDl 
CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATOJ 











COMES NOW Third Party Defendant, JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
("JPMorgan"), by and through undersigned counsel of record, and answers and responds to 
defendants Charles and Donna Nickersons' first set of interrogatories and requests for production 
of documents as follows: 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
JPMorgan, based upon its current understanding and belief of the facts and the 
information presently known to it, responds and objects as follows to Third Party Plaintiffs First 
Set of Requests for Interrogatories and Requests for Production ("Nickersons' Requests"). The 
following responses are based upon diligent exploration of JPMorgan's understanding and belief 
respecting the matters about which inquiry was made. It is anticipated that further discovery, 
independent investigation and consultation with experts may supply additional facts, add 
meaning to known facts, and establish entirely new factual conclusions and legal contentions, all 
of which may lead to substantial additions to, modifications of, and variations from the responses 
herein set forth. The following responses are, therefore, made without prejudice to JPMorgan's 
right to produce evidence of subsequently discovered documents or facts. 
INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Please identify who owned the Nickersons' note 
prior to Chase purchasing it and on what date was said note purchased? 
ANSWER NO. 1: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the 
matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan further objects to this 
interrogatory as it mischaracterizes the facts, contending that JPMorgan purchased the 
Nickersons' note, whereas, JPMorgan was a servicer of the note and not a purchaser. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Please identify all the federally mandated 
procedures followed when Chase purchased the note, including but not limited to the transfer 
details and documentation. 
ANSWER NO. 2: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the 
term "all the federally mandated procedures followed" is vague and ambiguous. JPMorgan also 
objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the matter sought is not relevant to the subject 
matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence. JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because it mischaracterizes the 
facts, contending JPMorgan purchased the note, whereas JPMorgan was a servicer of the note 
and not a purchaser. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Please state the reason behind Chase's decision to 
sell the Nickersons' note? Please include the documentation of the transaction. 
ANSWER NO. 3: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the 
matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan, as a servicer of the loan, 
did not "sell" the Nickersons' note. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Please state how the transaction were handled, e.g., 
electronically? 
ANSWER NO. 4: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because the term 
"transactions were handled" is vague and ambiguous. In light of the prior interrogatories 
contained herein, JPMorgan did not purchase, own or sell the Nickersons' note and merely acted 
as servicer of the loan. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Please state why a Fannie Mae Collateral 
#4002697229 is attached to the account? 
ANSWER NO. 5: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the 
matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan objects to this 
interrogatory on the further grounds that the term "Fannie Mae Collateral #4002697229" is 
vague and ambiguous and that the interrogatory is calculated to or would operate to vex, annoy, 
harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Please state whether Chase is licensed to provide 
mortgages or service mortgages on 50 acre properties? If affirmative, please give the month, day 
and year of said license. 
ANSWER NO. 6: JPMorgan objects to this Interrogatory because the terms 
"licensed to provide mortgages or service mortgages on 50 acre properties" and "said license" 
are vague and ambiguous. JPMorgan also objects to this Interrogatory because it calls for a legal 
conclusion. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Please state the reasoning behind Chase's decision 
to not foreclose on the Nickersons' note prior to transferring it to PHH. 
ANSWER NO. 7: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the 
matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan further objects to this 
interrogatory as it mischaracterizes the facts, contending that JPMorgan was the owner of the 
note, in a position to determine to foreclose or not foreclose, when in fact, JPMorgan was a 
servicer of the note. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Please state the reason Chase stopped sending 
monthly statements to the Nickersons after March of 2009. 
ANSWER NO. 8: JPMorgan lacks insufficient information to determine when 
regular monthly statements ceased to the Nickersons and therefore objects to this interrogatory to 
the extent it may mischaracterize the facts. The documents attached hereto indicate that the 
Nickersons began working with JPMorgan' s loss mitigation group to avoid foreclosure and were 
sent a forbearance agreement with an alternative payment plan. Because alternative payment 
amounts were offered to the Nickersons, regular monthly statements may have ceased in light of 
the new payment plan. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 9: Please describe/list what information was provided 
to PHH regarding the transfer/sale of the note. 
ANSWER NO. 9: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because the term 
"regarding the transfer/sale of the note" is vague and ambiguous. As a servicer for the 
Nickersons' loan, JPMorgan is not aware of the information exchanged in the transfer/sale of the 
of the note between buyer and seller. Without waiving this objection, please see the documents 
provided herewith. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Please describe the agreements in place between 
Chase and PHH regarding transfers and sales of notes. 
ANSWER NO. 10: To the extent this interrogatory requests information 
regarding matters other than the Nickersons' loans, JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the 
grounds that the request for information is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the 
pending action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the further grounds that the interrogatory is overbroad 
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and is calculated to or would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden 
JPMorgan and constitutes an unreasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party to 
this litigation. JPMorgan further objects to this interrogatory because the matter sought is not 
relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably calculated to lead to 
the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan further objects to this interrogatory as it 
mischaracterizes the facts, contending that JPMorgan is in privity with PHH, when in fact, 
JPMorgan was merely a servicer of the note. Without waiving these objections, please see the 
documents provided herewith. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Please state/describe where the refunded insurance 
money went. 
ANSWER NO. 11: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because the term "the 
refunded insurance money" is vague and ambiguous. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Please list all suits relating to foreclosure and the 
results of such suits Chase has been a party of over the last four ( 4) years. 
ANSWER NO. 12: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the 
matters sought are not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor 
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan objects to this 
interrogatory on the further grounds that the interrogatory is overbroad and is calculated to or 
would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan, and 
constitutes an unreasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party to this litigation. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Please list all federal sanctions or fees, requested 
of Chase to pay regarding their foreclosure practices for the past four ( 4) years, including for 
each such sanction or fee the date, the amount and the reason for each sanction/fee. 
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ANSWER NO. 13: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the 
matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan objects to this 
interrogatory on the further grounds that the interrogatory is overbroad and is calculated to or 
would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan, and 
constitutes an unreasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party to this litigation. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Please provide a total dollar amount Chase has 
paid out in damages relating to foreclosures over the last four ( 4) years. 
ANSWER NO. 14: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the 
matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan objects to this 
interrogatory on the further grounds that the interrogatory is overbroad and is calculated to or 
would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan, and 
constitutes an umeasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party to this litigation. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Please state the dates, times, employee name and 
number of requests made regarding the following Chase employee research requests on the 
Nickersons' account: 
a.) for inaccurate entries; 
b.) for any failure to provide statements; 
c.) for any concerns of double billing; and 
d.) for any unnecessary insurance charges. 
ANSWER NO. 15: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because the term 
"employee research requests" is vague and ambiguous. JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory 
on the grounds that the matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending 
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action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan 
object to this interrogatory on the further grounds that the interrogatory is overbroad and is 
calculated to or would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden 
JPMorgan, and constitutes an umeasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party 
to this litigation. Without waiving these objections, JPMorgan lacks sufficient information 
regarding any employee research requests. Discovery is ongoing in this matter and JPMorgan 
reserves the right to supplement this answer if any new information becomes available. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Please identify all employees, current or 
discharged, that have serviced the Nickersons' account. Please provide each person's name, 
contact information, employment status, and if discharged the date of and reason for discharge. 
ANSWER NO. 16: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because the term 
"serviced the Nickersons' account" is vague and ambiguous. JPMorgan objects to this 
interrogatory on the grounds that the matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved 
in the pending action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the further grounds that the interrogatory is overbroad 
and is calculated to or would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden 
JPMorgan, and constitutes an umeasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party 
to this litigation. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Identify every oral and written communication 
between Chase or any representative of Chase and the Nickersons, including for each such 
communication please provide the following: 
a.) the date and time, 
b.) the place, 
c.) the subject or reason for the communication, 
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d.) whom was present or authored the communication, 
e.) who initiated the communication; 
f.) what was written or said in each communication. 
ANSWER NO. 17: JPMorgan refers the Nickersons generally to the documents 
provided herewith. Specifically, JPMorgan refers the Nickersons to documents JPMCOOO 1, 
JPMC0013-0051, JPMC0055-0056, JPMC0058-0059, JPMC0080-0082, JPMC0091-0101, 
JPMC0103-JMPC0105, JPMC0107-0109, and JPMCOl 14. In addition, discovery is ongoing in 
this matter and JPMorgan reserves the right to supplement this answer if any new information 
becomes available. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Identify all witnesses who you intend to or may 
call as witnesses to testify in support of your claim in this action, and specify the substance of the 
subject matter of the testimony as it is expected to be given by each witness, including the name, 
address and telephone number of each and every person. 
ANSWER NO. 18: JPMorgan has not yet determined who it may call as a 
witness in this matter and reserves the right to supplement this answer once it determines which 
witness( es) may be called in this action. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 19: If any of the witnesses listed by you in the 
preceding interrogatory are expert witnesses, then with respect to each such separate expert 
witness state the following: 
a.) A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed and the basis and 
reasons therefore. 
b.) The data or other information considered by the witness informing the 
opm10ns. 
c.) All exhibits to be used as a summary of, or support of, the opinions. 
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d.) All qualifications of the witness to testify including a list of all 
publications authored by the witness within the preceding ten (10 years). 
e.) The compensation to be paid for testimony. 
f.) A listing of any other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert 
at trial or 2 by deposition within the preceding four ( 4) years. 
ANSWER NO. 19: Please see the Answer to Interrogatory No. 18, above. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Please state the month, day, and year Chase began 
foreclosure proceedings against the Nickersons. 
ANSWER NO. 20: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory to the extent that the 
information requested regarding the alleged commencement of foreclosure proceedings is a 
matter of public record and is available to the Nickersons. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Please state the month, day, and year Chase 
stopped foreclosure proceedings against the Nickersons, including the information behind the 
decision to stop such proceedings. 
ANSWER NO. 21: Please see the public documents outlining the details of the 
foreclosure sale. JPMorgan ceased servicing the Nickersons' loan prior to the foreclosure sale. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Please identify each time, by day, month, and year, 
that Chase checked with or reported to the credit reporting agencies pertaining to the Nickersons' 
credit. 
ANSWER NO. 22: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because the term 
"checked with ... the credit reporting agencies" is vague and ambiguous. JPMorgan also objects 
to this interrogatory because the Nickersons' credit history is available to them from the "credit 
reporting agencies" to which they refer. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 23: If reports were made, what was reported? 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS 
CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION - 10 Client2483036.3 
756
ANSWER NO. 23: JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because the term "If 
reports were made, what was reported?" is vague and ambiguous. JPMorgan also objects to this 
interrogatory because the Nickersons' credit history is available to them. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1: Please produce copies of all writings of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind between Chase and the Nickersons, Chase and PHH, PHH 
and the Nickersons, Coldwell Banker and the Nickersons, Chase and Coldwell Banker, Chase 
and Fannie Mae, and Fannie Mae and the Nickersons. 
RESPONSE NO. 1: JPMorgan objects to this request because the request for "all 
writings" between JPMorgan and PHH, Coldwell Banker and Fannie is overly broad and is 
calculated to or would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden 
JPMorgan, and constitutes an umeasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party 
to this litigation. Without waiving these objections, JPMorgan refers the Nickersons generally to 
the documents provided herewith. Specifically, JPMorgan refers the Nickersons to documents 
numbered JPMC0062-0065 and JMPC0072-0079. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: Please produce copies of all documents 
of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the transaction of the note between and of the 
parties and as to the Foreclosure, Notice of Default, advertisement, etc. 
RESPONSE NO. 2: JPMorgan objects to this request because the request for 
copies of "all documents of whatsoever nature, description or king related to the transaction" is 
overly broad and is calculated to or would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, o 
unduly burden JPMorgan, and constitutes an umeasonable invasion of the rights to privacy of 
persons not a party to this litigation. Without waiving these objections, JPMorgan refers the 
Nickersons to the documents provided herewith. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3: Please produce copies of all documents 
of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the transaction and or servicing of the note 
between Chase and PHH, Chase and Coldwell Banker, Chase and Fannie Mae, PHH and Chase, 
PHH and Coldwell Banker, PHH and Fannie Mae, and Coldwell Banker and Fannie Mae. 
RESPONSE NO. 3: JPMorgan objects to this request because the request for "all 
documents of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the transaction and or servicing of 
the note" between the referenced parties is overly broad and is calculated to or would operate to 
vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan, and constitutes an 
umeasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party to this litigation. Without 
waiving these objections, JPMorgan refers the Nickersons generally to the documents provided 
herewith. Specifically, JPMorgan refers the Nickersons to documents numbered JPMC0062-
0065 and JMPC0072-0079. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4: Please produce copies of all 
correspondence of whatsoever nature, description or kind between Chase and PHH, Chase and 
Coldwell Banker, PHH and Coldwell Banker, Chase and Fannie Mae, PHH and Fannie Mae 
related to the Nickerson's note. 
RESPONSE NO. 4: JPMorgan objects to this request because the request for "all 
correspondence of whatsoever nature, description or kind" is overly broad and is calculated to or 
would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan, and 
constitutes an umeasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party to this litigation. 
Without waiving these objections, JPMorgan refers the Nickersons generally to the documents 
provided herewith. Specifically, JPMorgan refers the Nickersons to documents numbered 
JPMC0062-0065 and JMPC0072-0079. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5: Please produce copies of Chase's 
license to provide mortgages or service mortgages on 50 acre properties. 
RESPONSE NO. 5: JPMorgan objects to this request because the term "license to 
provide mortgages or service mortgages on 50 acre properties" is vague and ambiguous. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6: Please produce copies of Coldwell 
Banker's license to provide mortgages or service mortgages on 5 0 acre properties for the year 
2002. 
RESPONSE NO. 6: JPMorgan objects to this request because the term "license to 
provide mortgages or service mortgages on 50 acre properties" is vague and ambiguous. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7: Please produce copies of all agreements 
between Chase, Coldwell Banker, and PHH of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to 
the transfers and sales of notes. 
RESPONSE NO. 7: JPMorgan objects to this request because the request for "all 
agreements between Chase, Coldwell Banker, and PHH of whatsoever nature, etc .... " is overly 
broad and is calculated to or would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly 
burden JPMorgan, and constitutes an unreasonable invasion of the right to privacy of persons not 
party to this litigation. Without waiving these objections, please see the documents provided 
herewith. Furthermore, discovery is ongoing in this matter and JPMorgan reserves the right to 
supplement this Response if further information comes available. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8: Please produce copies of all documents 
of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the refund of insurance money regarding the 
Nickerson's property. 
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RESPONSE NO. 8: JPMorgan objects to this request because the term "refund of 
insurance money" is vague and ambiguous. Without waiving this objection, please see the 
documents provided herewith, with specific reference to documents numbered JPMC0097-0112. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9: Please produce copies of all documents 
of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to any and all sanctions or fees placed upon 
Chase in the last four (4) years. 
RESPONSE NO. 9: JPMorgan objects to this request on the grounds that the 
matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan objects to this request on 
the further grounds that the request is overbroad and is calculated to or would operate to vex, 
annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan, and constitutes an unreasonable 
invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party to this litigation. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10: Please produce copies of all 
documents of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the foreclosure proceedings by 
Chase against the Nickersons. 
RESPONSE NO. 10: JPMorgan objects to this request because it requests 
documents that are available from the public record. Without waiving this objection, please see 
the documents provided herewith. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11: Please produce copies of all documents 
of whatsoever nature, description or kind initially received by Chase in regards to the 
transfer/sale of the Nickerson' s note. 
RESPONSE NO. 11: JPMorgan objects to this Request because the terms 
"transfer/sale" are vague and ambiguous and because JPMorgan did not purchase the Note, but 
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was merely a servicer of the Note. Without waiving these objections, please see the attached 
documents. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12: Please produce copies of all monthly 
payment reminders, requests, notices sent to the Nickersons. 
RESPONSE NO. 12: Please see the attached documents. In addition, discovery 
is ongoing and JPMorgan will supplement this response in the event any additional information 
becomes available. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13: Please produce copies of all documents 
of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to any and all federally mandated procedures 
that Chase followed when it purchased the Nickersons' note from Chase. 
RESPONSE NO. 13: JPMorgan objects to this request because the term "all 
federally mandated procedures" is vague and ambiguous. JPMorgan also objects to this request 
on the grounds that the matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending 
action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan 
objects to this request on the further grounds that the request is overbroad and is calculated to or 
would operate to vex, annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14: Please produce copies of all documents 
of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the process of how the transfers, sales, and 
serv1cmg. 
RESPONSE NO. 14: JPMorgan objects to this request on the grounds that the 
matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably 
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. JPMorgan objects to this request on 
the further grounds that the request is overbroad and is calculated to or would operate to vex, 
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annoy, harass, oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan, and constitutes an unreasonable 
invasion of the right to privacy of persons not party to this litigation. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 15: Please produce copies of any and all 
recorded conversations between the Nickersons and Chase, including but not limited to 
transcripts of such recordings. 
RESPONSE NO. 15: JPMorgan does not have sufficient information to respond 
to this request. Discovery is ongoing and JPMorgan will supplement this response in the event 
any additional information becomes available. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 16: Please provide statements of any and 
all activity, including ingoing and outgoing transactions, for the Nickersons' account for the time 
period of June 2009 through January 2010. 
RESPONSE NO. 16: Please see the attached documents. In addition, discovery 
is ongoing and JPMorgan will supplement this response in the event any additio_nal information 
becomes available. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 17: Please provide copies of the 
Nickerson's account information that was initially supplied by Chase to PHH at the time of the 
transfer of the Nickersons' note. 
RESPONSE NO. 17: Please see the attached documents. In addition, discovery 
is ongoing and JPMorgan will supplement this response in the event any additional information 
becomes available. 
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DATED this 21st day of August, 2012. 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 21st day of August, 2012, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S ANSWERS AND 
RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON'S FIRST SET 
OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION to be served by the 
method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Ramm ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS 
CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION - 18 Client2483036.3 
76
4
JPMorgan Privilege Log 
PHH Mortgage v. Nickerson, et al. 
,~;~~::~~t;::~~!~~~?~J'.~::;,:c~~Ar~:::~~~,,, 
'. -FROM - PRIVII.EGE' --
J PMC0052-J PMC0054 
I 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4•7302) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
CHASEO 
(800) 848-9136 Customer Care 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
May 13,2010 
Dolli1a Nickerson 
Charles R. Nickerson 
PO BOX 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Re: Loan Number ******0920 
Chase Loan History Enclosed 
Dear D01U1a Nickerson and Charles R Nickerson: 
I am writing in response to the recent request Chase received for a payment history. 
Enclosed is the information you requested. 
Chase's goal is to provide the highest level of quality service to each of our customers. If you have 
any questions, please contact Customer Care at (800) 848-9136. 
We appreciate your business and value our relationship with you. 
Sincerely, 
.ifK"L-{lc ,:,~ 
Alli1a Ria V. Joson 







CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date·. 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/201 o 




















Effective Date Due Date 




























J39~ .. 6~ 
1/12/2010 
.. ~1 1~6_47.3.. ... ~~.6!:1..~L ...... $0.00 




$0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 
12/1i,i2009.. 12/1/2009 . $~187.63 
$0.00 
12111/2009 12/11/2009 
. $0:o.~ . . . ~o.o~ . 
12/11/2009 12/11/2009 












FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 












FASTPA Y FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 ............ " 
FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 ................... 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
$-1, 186.90 $0.00 
$-1,186.90 $0.00 
$-1, 186.90 $0.00 
$-789.20 S-568.63 








CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 51131201 o 







Activity for Period 11112008 - 113112010 
















Effective Date Due Date 




$0.00 .. $:1,El!D,El4 
11/21/2009 911/2009 
$0.00 "'"' ... J-2,m,oo . 
11/11/2009 




$0.00 JO:oo .. . ................. 
11/11/2009 12/1/2008 
$391.52 .... J1,~E,8.84 . _ ,$5~8.6~ . . . . ' .... -..... 
77 10/1512009 10115/2009 1011/2009 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 































FASTPAY FEE PAID 
















CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
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Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1 /31/201 o 







Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 






























SO.DO $-20.00 ......................... 
12/1/2008 $2,328.99 
}568_._6~ ... 





~0.09. $,0,90 .. $0.00 . .. ., ......... ., ........ . 
69 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 
$0.00 $0.00 SO.OD $0.00 
REDACTED 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
RETURNED CHECK FEE ASSESSED 
$0.00 ................. 
RETURNED ITEM 
$-1,980.65 .. . ..... ...... .. $,39_1 _52 
MISAPPLICATION REVERSAL 
.... $~.3.28_. 99 
FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$391.52 
$0.00 $.0:0_0 __ 
FASTPAY FEE WAIVED 
$0.00 






















CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date 
Principal Amt Interest Amt 
68 9/11/2009 9/1112009 
.. _$0.00. . ... w.oo. 
67 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 
.J0:00. $0.00 
66 9/2/2009 9/212009 
$0.00 $0.00 
65 9/212009 9/2/2009 
~o.o_o ~0.00 
64 8111/2009 8/1112009 
$0.00 $0.00 
63 7121/2009 7/21/2009 
$0.00 $0.00 .............. 
62 6/16/2009 6/16/2009 
$0.00 .. ~O,RQ 
61 6/4/2009 6/4/2009 
$0.00 $0.00 
Due Date 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 -
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Ami: 
Current Escrow Balance: 





Total Tran Amt Transaction Description 
Escrow Amt Fees/other Amt Suspense Amt 
9/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
. i-1n.9~ $0.00 $0.00 
$20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 $20.00 $0.00 ..... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' 
$-20.00 FASTPAY FEE WAIVED 
$.O po, $-20.00 $0.00 .................... 
12/1/2008 $1,980.65 PAYMENT 
JO . .QP $0,00 $1,980.65 ......... 
811/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$-187.63 SO.DO $0.00 ......... , .... 
711/2009 S-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
S-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ............... 
1111/2008 $88.00 LA TE CHARGE ASSESSED 
J0,0.0 $88.00 ................ 































CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
current Escrow Balance: 
current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
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Activity for Period 1/112008 - 1/3112010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Dus Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fses/Other Amt 
60 5/22/2009 5/2212009 1111/2008 $1,636.43 
..... Jo_.qo __ .. .. .. ~9 .. .QR . $.1,~~-~.~L $0.00 
59 5116/2009 5/16/2009 1111/2008 $88.00 
$88.00 $0.00 $0.00 .~a.po, .. ., ............ 
58 51512009 5/5/2009 11/1/2008 $187.63 
$0.00 $0.00 J1~7-f:?3 $0.00 
57 4/3012009 4130/2009 1111/2008 $14.00 
.. JO:PD .. _Jo:_oo_ !i\0.09_ $14.00 
56 4/16/2009 4/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 .................. ..... -····-·-
55 4/312009 4/312009 1111/2008 $187.63 
$0.00 $0.00 ~1.B7,6r $0.00 
54 3/1612009 3/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 
$0.00 ~o:qo $0.00 $88.00 
53 313/2009 3/3/2009 11/1/2008 $187.63 





LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
FEE ASSESSED 
LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
LA TE CHARGE ASSESSED 
MORTGAGE INSURANCE 












CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/131201 a 







ActivltyforPerioci 1/112008 - 1131/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt Transaction Description 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
52 2117/2009 2/17/2009 1111/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
_$0_.qo ..... . _$0.,0q . .$.9-PO. ... $88.00 $261,562.14 .. .......... 
51 211712009 211412009 1111/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE REVERSAL 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,562.14 
50 211412009 2/1412009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $,0.QO .... $88.00 $261,562.14 ... "'"'"'" 
49 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 11/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
,.$_38~.4.8 .. . . .. $1 1_37_0._88. . $.;if;lM:J .. $0.00 SO.DO $2~1.,_5?2.14 
48 21612009 21612009 10/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 SO.OD $20.00 $261,951.62 .. - ......•... ' .. -
47 2/6/2009 216/2009 1011/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 _$0.QO ... $20.00 $261.951.62 
46 2/6/2009 216/2009 10/1/2008 $116.45 UNAPPLIED 
$0.00 .. $0,0Q $0.00 $116.45 $261,951.62 ..... , ............. 
45 2/3/2009 2/3/2009 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 






CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544-00DD 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98D73 
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Activity for Period 11112DDB - 113112D1D 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
44 112012DD9 112D/2DD9 1D/1/2DDB $14.DD 
~D_-Q9 . ........... ~Q.QD. $0,PO .. $14.DD 
43 1116/2DD9 1/16/2DD9 1D/1/2DD8 $BB.OD 
SD.DD $D.OD ... ... }D.QQ . $88.DD 
42 115/2DD9 115/2D09 1D/1/2DD8 $187.63 
SD.DD $D.DD ... $187..6~ $D.DD 
41 12/16/2DD8 12116i2DD8 1D/1/2DDB $BB.OD 
. }.9,QD ..... . ~D,QD . .iow $BB.DD 
40 12/3/2DD8 12/3/2DD8 1D/1/2DDB $187.63 
$D.DD $D.DD $167 .63 $D.DD 
121112DDB 1211/2DDB 39 
............... 
·sfi:i3·6:43 1D/1/2DDB 
$D.DD $D.DD ... , .......... ,, .. }1,636,43 ... SD.DD 
38 11/17/2DD8 11117120DB 1D/1l2D0B $BB.OD 
$D.DD ... SD.OD $D,D.O ..... $BB.DD 
37 11/5/2DDB 1115/2DD8 1D/1/2DD8 $187.63 
SD.DD SD.DO $187.63 $D.OD 
REDACTED 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
FEE ASSESSED 
$261,951.62 




LA TE CHARGE ASSESSED 













CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 







ActivityforPeriod 111/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt Transaction Description 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
36 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 10/1/2008 $2,416.99 PAYMENT 
}3_8!,_45. H.~?2:~1. $5~8_.fj). $88.00 $0.00 $261,951.62 
35 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 9/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
$385.44 $1,374.92 . . ~5.9~·6.3. $0.00 $0.00 $262,339.07 . ... 
34 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 JD.0.0 $20.00 $262,724.51 
33 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
JD,RD .... ~o,~o . ... :WPO ... $20.00 $262,724.51 
32 10/30/2008 10/30/2008 8/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $14.00 $262,724.51 ···-············ ..................... 
31 10/16/2008 10/16/2008 8/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 ... }o_.oo ... ............. .... , $88.00 $262,724.51 
30 10/3/2008 10/3/2008 8/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 ~o_.oo $18!,.6~ .. $0.00 $262,724.51 ............... . .............. 
29 9/16/2008 9/16/2008 8/1/2008 S88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 






CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Malling Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
Date: 5113/201 O 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt Transaction Description 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
28 9/3/2008 913/2008 8/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
J.0.90 $0.00 .... . ... $.1.n.E>s $0.00 $262,724.51 . ............ ................... 
27 9/212008 9/212008 8/112008 $30.00 FAX FEE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 .. Jo .. .oo .. $30.00 $262,724.51 ........................... . ...... ' ....... 
26 8/11/2008 8/1112008 811/2008 $2,289.58 PAYMENT 
$383.43 $1,376.93 }4:41,.2~ .. $88.00 $0.00 $262,724.51 
25 8/11/2008 8111/2008 711/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$.381,.43 ..... }1,~78,~3. .. $4:'fJ .. ?~ SO.OD $0,00 .. $2~3 •. 107 .. ~4 
24 8/512008 81512008 61112008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $263,489.37 ............... 
23 7/16/2008 7/16/2008 61112008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 . }0.00. $88.00 $263,489.37 
22 71312008 713/2008 61112008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 ~.1~7 .. 6~ $0.00 $263,489.37 ............... 
21 6116/2008 6/1612008 6/112008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 






CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 










Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Effective Date Due Date Tran Date 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt 





~O .. CJO ....... 
19 6/1612008 














J0 .. 0() .... io.!m .. 
6116/2008 5/1/2008 
$0.00 ~0_.CJO ................ 
61412008 51112008 
$0.00 J1_87,,6~ ...................... ,. 
5/27/2008 511/2008 






J1,3~4,.85 . $_4A:1 ... 2~ 
4/3/2008 3/1/2008 


















FASTPAY FEE PAID 






















CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
Reference# Tran Date 
Principal Amt 
12 311012008 












$369.67 ........ , ......... 
5 1/412008 
$0.00 
Effective Date Due Date 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Activity tor Period 1/1/2008 -
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND.WA 98073 
1/31/2010 
Total Tran Amt Transaction Description 
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Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
3/1012008 311/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0:.00. .. $1~7.-.l~L $0.00 $264,621.80 
31112008 311/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$1,386.81 . $14!.P .. $0.00 $0.00 $264,621.80 .. .... 
3/112008 2/112008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 .. Jo,o_o_ $15.00 $264,995.35 
31112008 211/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
Jo .. _oo_ $Q .. Q9 .... $15.00 .. ___ $_2~4,99_5:~5. . ............... 
2111/2008 2/112008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $264,995.35 .... , ....... ., .. -- ... ' .... '. - .. 
212/2008 211/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$1,388.75 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $264,995.35 
1/3/2008 1/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
. Jj,39_0.~9. . _$411}~ $0.00 $0.00 $265,366.96 . . . . . ' . . ' . . . ' . . 
1/4/2008 12/1/2007 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 




Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7302) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus , OH 43219--6009 
(800) 848-9136 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles R. Nickerson 
PO BOX 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
JPMC0013 
778
Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7302l 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 4321 B-6009 
(800) 848-9136 Customer Care 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
January 19, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles R. Nickerson 
PO BOX 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Re: Loan Number ******0920 
Chase FastPay 
Dear Domia Nickerson and Charles R. Nickerson: 
CHASEO 
Thank you for choosing Chase FastPay to make paying your mortgage payments faster and more 
convenient. This letter is to confirm the Chase FastPay payment you authorized Chase to debit 
from your checking account. Our records indicate a Chase FastPay payment of $2,348.99 for 
Thursday, January 21, 2010 from WELLS FARGO BANK NA. Please note that the transaction 
fee associated with this debit is $20.00 
If you have additional Chase FastPay payments, you will receive a similar notice several days 
prior to each scheduled payment date. 
Please retain this letter for your records. The payment or payments will appear on your next 
mortgage statement. 
Should you have questions on any of the infonnation listed above, please contact Chase at (800) 
848-9136. We value you as a customer and appreciate the opportunity to serve you. At Chase, 
serving you is our first priority. 
Sincerely, 
Asset Servicing Group 
Chase FastPay Unit 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
JPMC0014 
779
Chase Horne Finance LLC (OH4-7354) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus OH 43219-6009 
866-282-5682 Fax 
October 15, 2009 
l l1l11l II l1ll 111l t11l II ll111I I JI l11 l111ll1l11I111 ll1l11 l1 I l 11I 
006142 I of 4 NSPOVYG - U 0000000)0()0() Lll,!66" 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles R Nickerson 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond, WA 9S073 
Instructions for Forbearance Plan 
Account: 0920 
Property Address: 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino ID 835 44 
Dear Mortgagor(s): 
CHASEO 
To better serve you and ensure your complete understanding of lhe 
enclosed Forbearance Plan Agreement for the above-referenced account, 
outlined below are some specific requirements. 
Please sign and return the enclosed Forbearance Plan Agreement to the 
address provided below or fax it to {614) 422-7259. To expedite any 
necessary foreclosure holds, please include the original executed 
documents when returning your payment and signed Agreement. If the 
Agreement is executed, acknowledged, and/or initialed via fax, it will be considered the same as an original signature. 
Please note the Forbearance Plan will only be valid if payment and the 
signed Agreement are both received by the due date provided in the 
enclosed Agreement. If the signed Agreement and/or payment are not received by the due date indicated, the Forbearance Plan will be declined and all foreclosure activity will resume. 
Listed below are your payment options: 
To pay by Western Union: 
- Find your nearest Western Union location by calling (BJO) 325-6000 
or visiting www.westernunion-com for a list of locations. 
- Identify yourself at the Western Union location as a Quick Collect customer_ 
- Complete the blue Western Union form. 
- Use code city "Chase," code state "OH." 






Please note that Western Union may charge a fee for this service. 
Payment may be made in the form of certified funds, cashier's check, or 
money order. Please include your account number and send to the address 
below. If you elect to remit your payment(s} by mail, it is recorrrrnended 
that you send them certified mail to ensure their delivery. 
Overnight/Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attention Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Mail Code OH4-7354 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-60C9 
Please contact us at the number below immediately after mailing your 
payment, and provide us with the 10-digit Money Transfer Control Number 
(MTCN) or certified check and mail package tracking numbers. 
When your Forbearance Plan begins, all payments must be in the form of 
certified funds, cashier's check, or money order, and for the full amount 
as outlined in your Agreement. No personal checks will be accepted. Any 
partial payment will be returned and considered past due. Furthermore, 
payments will only be accepted at the following address: 
Overnight/Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance 
Attention Cash and Control, HAD 
Mail Code OH4-7354 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
There is no grace period while you are on the Forbearance Plan. All 
payments are due on the dates outlined in the enclosed Agreement. Any 
modifications made during the plan will be noted on your account and must 
be strictly adhered to; otherwise, your Forbearance Plan may be subject 
to cancellation. 
Your prompt attention to this matter is greatly appreciated. If you have 
any questions, please contact us at the number provided below between the 
hours of 8 a.m. and 9 p.m. ET. At Chase, we value you as a customer and 
want to ensure your continued satisfaction. 
Sincerely, 
Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 446-8939 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
Enclosure 
1. Forbearance Plan Agreement 
JPMC0016 
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For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection 
Practices Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act require 
that, except under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you 
before 8 a.m. or after 9 p.m. They may not harass you by using threats 
of violence or arrest or by using obscene language. Collectors may not 
use false or misleading statements or call you at work if they know or 
have reason to know that you may not receive personal calls at work. For 
the most part, collectors may not tell another person, other than your 
attorney or spouse, about your debt. Collectors may contact another 
person to confirm your location or enforce a judgment. For more 
information about debt collection activities, you may contact the Federal 
Trade Commission toll-free at (877) FTC-HELP or www.ftc.gov. 
Chase Horne Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt, and any 
information obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late 
payments, missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be 
reflected in your credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone 
number. 
To the extent your original obligation has been djscharged, or is subject 
to an automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States 
Code, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and does not constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose 
personal liability for such obligation. 
LM666-1 
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October 15, 2009 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles R Nickerson 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Forbearance Plan Agreement 
Account: 0920 (the "Loan") 
Property Address: 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino ID 83544 (the 11 :?roperty") 
Dear Mortgagor(s): 
Chase Home Finance LLC is writing in response to your recent reques~ for 
a Forbearance Plan on the above-referenced account. 
All the provisions of the Note and securi~y instrument, except as herein 
provided, shall remain in full force and effect. Upon the breach of any 
of the provisions of this Agreement, Chase Horne Finance LLC may, at its 
option and without further notice to you, terminate this Agreement and 
continue collection and/or foreclosure proceedings according to the term 
of the Note and security instrument, without regard to this instrument. 
In order for us to continue processing this workout option, we first need 
to confirm your acceptance of the terms and conditions outlined in this 
Agreement. To accept this Agreement, please review the following 
information, sign and date one copy of the enclosed Acknowledgement of 
Borr:::iwer(s), and return it to the address provided below within five (5) 
days of the date of this letter. The additional copy should be retained 
for your records. 
Please note that this Agreement will not be valid until a signed copy is 
received by Chase at the address indicated. If the Agreement ~snot 
returned, collection and/or foreclosure action will commence or continue. 
As of October 15, 2009, your Loan is paid through 11/01/08. The 
total amount past due is$ 26,256.37. 
Below we have detailed the proposed payment schedule. Please note that 
Chase may find it necessary to increase your regular monthly payment 
during this peri:::id to cover changes in your monthly escrow charges, 
in~erest rate adjust~ents, or other adjustments allowed by your Note and 
























If once the Forbearance Plan begins on your account, you do not meet the 
terms of this Agreement, please remember Chase Home Finance LLC may, 
without further notice to you, terminate the Forbearance Plan and 
continue collection and/or foreclosure proceedicgs according to the terms 
of your Note and Mortgage. After the final payment of the Forbearance 
Plan, regular payments will become due in addition tc any delinquent 
payments, fees and/or charges. If your account is net current once the 
Forbearance period has ended, collection and/er foreclosure activity will 
resume. 
During your Forbearance period under this Forbearance Plan, payment 
should be sent in the form of certified funds (i.e., cashier's check or 
money order) to the address below. Please ensure that your account 
number appears on your payment. If you elect tc remit your payment(s) by 
regular mail, we recommend that you send them certified mail tc ensure 
their delivery. 
Overnight/Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attention Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Mail Code OH4-7354 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
This Forbearance Plan does not alter any reporting made to credit 
reporting agencies by Chase Home Finance LLC. Any delinquency will be 
reported in accordance to the terms of the Note and security instrument 
without regard to this instrument. 
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If you are represented by an attorney1 please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone 
number. 
To the extent your original obligation has been discharged 1 or is subject 
to an automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United states 
Code, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and does not constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose 




ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF BORROWER(S) 
Account: 
Borrower(s): Donna Nickerson 
Charles R Nickerson 
Property Address: 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino ID 83544 
BY SIGNING BELOW, Borrower(s) accepts and agrees to the terms and 
covenant contained in the document above. 
Borrower 1 Borrower 2 
(Print Name) (Print Name) 
(Signature) (Signature) 
(Date) (Date) 
Borrower 3 Borrower 4 
(Print Name) (Print Name) 
(Signature) (Signature) 
(Date) (Date) 
Borrower 5 Borrower 6 










As a reminder, please sign the original of this Agreement and return it 
to the address below. The additional copy of the Agreement should be 
retained for your records. 
Overnight/Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
LM663-l 
Attention Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Mail Code OH4-7354 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
JPMC0022 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7354J 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus OH 43219-6009 
866-282-5682 Fax 
August 24, 2009 
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Donna Nickerson 
Charles R Nickerson 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Instructions for Forbearance Plan 
Account: 0920 
Property Address: 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino ID 83544 
Dear Mortgagor(s): 
CHASEO 
To better serve you and ensure your cwr~lete understanding of the 
enclosed Forbearance Plan Agreement for the above-referenced account, 
outlined below are some specific requirements. 
Please sign and return the enclosed Forbearance Plan Agreement to the 
address provided below or fax it to (614) 422-7259. To expedite any 
necessary foreclosure holds, please include the original executed 
documents when returning your payment and signed Agreement. If the 
Agreement is executed, acknowledged, and/or initialed via fax, it will be 
considered the same as an original signature. 
Please note the Forbearance Plan will only be valid if payment and the 
signed Agreement are both received by the due date provided in the 
enclosed Agreement. If the signed Agreement and/or payment are not 
received by the due date indicated, lhe Forbearance Plan will be declined 
and all foreclosure activity will resume. 
Listed below are your pa:yment options: 
To pay by Western Onion: 
- Find your nearest Western Union location by calling (800) 325-6000 
or visiting www.westernunion.com for a list of locations. 
- Identify yourself at the Western Union location as a Quick Collect 
customer. 
- Complete the blue Western Union form. 
- Use code city "Chase," code state "OH." 




Please note that Western Union may charge a fee for this service. 
Payment may be made in the form of certified funds, cashier's check, or 
money order. Please include your account number and send to the address 
below. If you elect to remit your payment(s) by maiL it is recomn,ended 
that you send them certified mail to ensure their delivery. 
Overnight/Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attention Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Mail Code OH4-7354 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
Please contact us at the number below immediately after mailing your 
payment, and provide us with the 10-digit Money Transfer Control Number 
(MTCN) or certified check and mail package tracking numbers. 
When your Forbearance Plan begins, all payments must be in the form of 
certified funds, cashier's check, or money order, and for the full anount 
as outiined in your Agreement. No personal checks will be accepted. Any 
partial payment will be returned and considered past due. Furthermore, 
payments will only be accept.ed at the following address: 
Overnight/Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance 
Attention cash and Control, HAD 
Mail Code OH4-7354 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
There is no grace period while you are on the Forbearance Plan. All 
payments are ciue on the dates outlined in the enclosed Agreement. Any 
modifications made during the plan wiJl be noted on your account and must 
be strictly adhered to; otherwise, your Forbearance Plan may be subject 
to cancellation. 
Your prompt attention to this matter is greatly appreciated. If you have 
any questions, please contact us at the number provided below between the 
hours of 8 a.m. and 9 p.m. ET. At Chase, we value you as a customer and 
want to ensure your continued satisfaction. 
Sincerely, 
Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 446-8939 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
Enclosure 
1. Forbearance Plan Agreement 
JPMC0024 
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For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection 
Practices Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act require 
that, except under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you 
before 8 a.m. or after 9 p.rn. They may not harass you by using threats 
of violence or arrest or by using obscene language. Collectors may not 
use false or misleading statements or call you at work if they know or 
have reason to know that you may not receive personal calls at work. For 
the most part, collectors may not tell another person, other than your 
attorney or spouse, about your debt. Collectors may contact another 
person to confirm your location or enforce a judgment. For more 
information about debt collection activities, you may contact the Federal 
Trade Commission toll-free at (877) FTC-HELP or www.ftc.gov. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt, and any 
information obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late 
payments, missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be 
reflected in your credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone 
number. 
To the extent your original obligation has been discharged, or is subject 
to an automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States 
Code, this notice is for compliance and/or informatj_onal purposes only 
and does net constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose 
personal liability for such obligation. 
LM666-1 
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August 24, 2009 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles R Nickerson 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Forbearance Plan Agreement 
Account: 0920 (the "Loan") 
Property Address: 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino ID 83544 (the "Propertyn) 
Dear Mortgagor(s): 
Chase Home Finance LLC is writing in response to your recent request for 
a Forbearance Plan on the above-referenced account. 
Ail the provisions of the Note and security instrument, except as herein 
provided, shall remain in full force and effect. Upon the breach of any 
of the provisions of this Agreement, Chase Home Finance LLC may, at jts 
option and without further notice to you, terminate this Agreement and 
continue collection and/or foreclosure proceedings according to the term 
of the Note and security instrument, without regard to this instrument. 
In order for us to continue processing this workout option, we first need 
to confirm your acceptance of the terms and conditions outlined in this 
Agreement. To accept this Agreement, please review the following 
information, sign and date one copy of the enclosed Acknowledgement of 
Rorrower(s), and return it to the address provided below within five (5) 
days of the date of this letter. The additional copy should be retained 
for your records. 
Please note that this Agreement will not be valid until a signed copy is 
received by Chase at the address indicated. If the Agreement is not 
returned, collection and/or foreclosure action will corrunence or continue. 
As of August 24, 2009, your Loan is paid through 11/08/01. The 
total amount past due is$ 21,794.91. 
Below we have detailed the proposed payment schedule. Please note that 
Chase may find it necessary to increase your regular monthly payment 
during this period to cover changes in your monthly escrow charges, 
interest rate adjustments, or other adjustments allowed by your Note and 





















If once the Forbearance Plan begins on your account, you do not meet the 
terms of this Agreement, please remember Chase Home Finance LLC may, 
without further notice to you, terminate the Forbearance Plan and 
continue collection and/or foreclosure proceedings according to the terms 
of your Note and Mortgage. After the final payment of the Forbearance 
Plan, regular payments will become due in addition to any delinquent 
payments, fees and/or charges. If your account is not current once the 
Forbearance period has ended, collection and/or foreclosure activity will 
resume. 
During your Forbearance period under this Forbearance Plan, payment 
should be sent in the form of certified funds (i.e., cashier's check or 
money order} to the address below. Please ensure that your account 
number appears on your payment. If you elect to remit your payment.(s) by 
regular mail, we recommend that you send them certified mail to ensure 
their delivery. 
Overnight/Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attention Homeowner's Assis~ance Department 
Mail Code OH4-7354 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219···60C9 
This Forbearance Plan does not alter any reporting made to credit 
reporting agencies by Chase Home Finance 1:,c. Any delinquency will be 
reported in accordance to the terms of the Note and security instrument 
without regard to this instrument. 
003966 m ofi» NSPOVYG · 7./\ 000000000000 
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If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telepho:-:ie 
number. 
To the extent your original obligation has been discharged, or is subject 
to an automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States 
Code, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
anci cioes not constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose 




ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF BORROWER(S) 
Account: 0920 
Borrower(s): Donna Nickerson 
Charles R Nickerson 
Property Address: 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino ID 83544 
BY SIGNING BELOW, Borrower(s) accepts and agrees to the terms and 
covenant contained in the document above. 
Borrower 1 Borrower 2 
(Print Name) (Print Name) 
(Signature) (Signature) 
(Date) (Date) 
Borrower 3 Borrower 4 
(Print Name) (Print Name) 
(Signature) (Signature) 
(Date) (Date) 
Borrower 5 Borrower 6 
(Print Name) (Print Name) 








As a reminder, please sign the original of this Agreement anci return it 
to the address below. The aciciitional copy of the Agreement should be 
retained for your records. 
Overnight/Regular Mail: Chase Home Fj_nance LLC 
LM663-l 
Attention Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Mail Code OH4-7354 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
JPMC0030 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus. OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHASEO Loan# 0920 
January 4, 2009 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 











DEAR CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,294.97 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payrnent of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days frorn the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3_ If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all Without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, Which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
REDACTED 
remedies provided in the 
limited to, allowable 
permitted by your Loan 
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CHARLES R NICKERSON 
January 4, 2009 
Page 2 
4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
6. 
7. 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
overnight:. Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle south 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
we are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue With 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at l-800-445-8939. 
While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
interest in the property. one of the tasks that we Will 
regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 







curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 
that any costs incurred by CHF will be added to the amount you 
now owe if permitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
JPMC0032 
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CHARLES R NICKERSON 
January 4, 2009 
Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to 
borrowers. Such counseling is available through a variety of non-profit 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at 1-800-569-4287. 
Colorado customers may 
1-877-601-4673 or a Chase 
contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline 
Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
at 
to 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 





Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHASEO Loan 920 
January 4, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 





Total Amount Due 






CERTIFICATE OF :MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,294.97 are due on the 
loan. After the first Of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default Within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, Which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
REDACTED 
remedies provided in the 
limited to, allowable 




January 4, 2009 
Page 2 
4. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle south 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no Obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
protect our interest in the property. one of the tasks that we will 
perform at regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
property. This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
plans for curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 
anticipate that any costs incurred by CHF will be added to the amount you 




January 4, 2009 
Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to 
borrowers. Such counseling is available through a variety of non-profit 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved by the 
secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD}. A listing of such 
organizations may be Obtained by calling HUD toll-free at l-800-569-4287. 
Colorado customers may 
l-877-601-4673 or a Chase 
contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline 
Loss Mitigation specialist at l-877-838-1882 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
at 
to 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan servicing Department 





DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA :98073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
Dear Mortgagor{s)~ = 
Loan If 0920 
January 17, 2009 
Enclosed are two copies of the formal repayment plan which you requested. It 
is mandatory that th~ payment:s required by t:he agreement: be received on the 
dat:es specified and in the amounts required. If payment:s are not received on 
t:he dates specified, we will immediately consider t:aking foreclosure act:ion. 
Chase Home Finance LLC·is extending this repayment plan in order to help you 
save your home from possible foreclosure, By accepting this plan, you are 
taking a very positive step toward returning your loan to good standing. Any 
questions concerning this agreement or problems which develop during the 
repayment period must be communicated to us immediately. 
If any installments are not ma'J'e" ·as .. required, We may cancel the agreement at 
our option. It may not be poseiole for us to extend any further relief should 
the terms of the agreement be broken. After you have signed the agreement, 
return the original to us and retain the copy for your reference. 
If you have any questions, pleaile--ca,11 us at 1-800-848-9380. 
i 
. - ~· 
For California customers, the state Rosentnal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collectio~ Pra~tices Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collecto~s Jmay ~ot contact you before 8 a.m. or 
after 9 p.m. They may not harass you by ~sing threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language. Collectors inay: not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they 'kn~ or have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at work. For_thejrnost part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse about your debt. Collectors 
may contact another person to confirm your loca-tion"ior enforce a judgement. 
For more information about debt collection activ:l:ties, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC-HELP o~ www~f~c.gov • 
Chase Home Fi.Dance LLC is attempting to 






debt and any information 




DONNA N+CKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Loan Number 0920 
January 17, 2009 
Page Tuo 
We may'report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are ~epresented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
To the extetlt your'original obligation has been discharged, or is subject to an 
automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, this 
notice is for complianc.~ and/ or informational purposes only and does not 
constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose personal liability for 
such obligation. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 




.. ?'" ...... -- •, .. 
1~ 
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DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414, 
REDMOND WA 198073 
RE: Loan Nti:rnber 0920 
Dear Mortgagor(s}: 
Loan U 0920 
January 17, 2009 
To follow up on our phone rconversation of 01/15/2009, the indebtedness in the 
above-mentioned case is in default, In consideration of Chase Home Finance LLC 
("Chase") extending repayment for a period of time, it is mandatory that you 
indicate your acceptance of the following conditions by signing this letter 
agreement. Please sign 'the original of this agreement and return it to Chase 
Home Finance LLC promptly. If we do not receive the signed agreement, we may 
consider taking foreclosure action. 
As of this date, your loan is paid through 10/01/2008. The amount past due is 
$7,294.97. It is proposed that the delinquency, including payments and accrued 
late charges, will be paid as follows: 
Chase may find 
t:his repayment 
accordinsly. 
Payment Due In Our Office 
02/06/2009 
03 /105 / 2009 
04 /.Q.5 / ?,_009 
05/05/2009 
06/05/2009 














' ' I 
it necessary to increa~e lyour!regular monthly payment during 
plan to cover escrow d~sbursements. Please adjust your payments 
Regular monthly payments of $2,328.99 will resume-wtth the payment due 
08/01/2009. 





DONNA Nl~KERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Loan Number 0920 
January 17, 2009 
Page Two 
All the provisions of the Note and security instrument, except as herein 
provided, shall remain in full force and effect. Chase Home Finance LLC 
( "CHF") will continue to report the status of your account to credit 
repositories based on the due date, not the plan date and collection activity 
will continue via phone calls and letters. In the event you file bankruptcy, 
the above repayment plan will be null and void. Late charges will be assessed 
as provided in.the'Note and Mortgage. Upon the breach of any provision of this 
agreement, CHF may terminate this agreement and, at the option of CHF, 
institute foreclosur~ proceedings according to the terms of the Note and 
security instrument without regard to this instrument. After making all 
scheduled payments per th~ agreement, there may still be an outstanding late 
charge/fee balance remaining on the account. If you have any questions, please 
contact our office at l-BOO-B48-9380. 
Please sign the origina1 of this agreement and return it to Chase Home Finance 
LLC at P.O. Box 248368, Columbus, OH 43224-9907, attn. Collection Dept. 
For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you before B a.m. or 
after 9 p,m. They may not harass you by using threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language. Collectors may not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they know or have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at work, For the most part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse about your debt. Collectors 
may contact another person to con·fit:'Ill yoU:r location or enforce a judgement. 
For more information about deb~ coLL'ection activities, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC!.-HELP or www.ftc.gov. 
. . ' 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting ~o :co,llect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpos~. i · 
' I 
' . ' 
We may report information about your acdount 1to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
I ' missed payments, or other defaults on:. y_ouI_ _ac;count may be reflected in your: 
credit report. 
L 
' - -' 
l 





ifoNNA N.ICJZERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Loan Number 0920 
January 17, 2009 
Page Three 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address 1 and telephone number. 
To the extent your original obligation has been discharged, or is subject to an 
automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, this 
notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only and does not 
constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose personal liability for 
such obligation. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
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Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
CHASEO 
Loan# 
February 7, 2009 
Your house is your home. we want to keep it that way. 
we need to talk __ call (800) 848-9380 today. 
0920 
You' re going through tough times __ we can help. In fact, we believe your home 
1oan may be eligible for a loan modification program __ we may be able to change 
the term of your loan, the interest rate, and maybe even the principal due 
date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
Call us today at (800) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. 
We'll discuss your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter) and 
the options available to you. But we cannot stress enough that the longer 
you delay calling us .. the fewer chances you rnay have to keep your home. 
rt will only take a few minutes on the phone .. one of our Loan specialists will 
work with you to determine the option that best fits your needs. There are 
several options available __ call us now and let's see Which one will work best 
for you. 
we are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your home, 
but you must call us immediately at (800) 848-9380 __ the longer you delay the 
fewer options you may have. 
Default Loan servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your current situation and 
tbe consequences that will occur unless we receive the required financial 
information from you and can approve you for a modification. Once you 
call us with the information needed, then we can work together to 
determine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee 
that you will be approved, but your onlY chance of saving your home is 






Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDDfText Telephone 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: ACCELERATION WARNING 
CHASEO 
Loan Number 0920 
current Payment $2,328.99 
Late Charges $352.00 
Fees Balance $58.00 
Total Amount Due $7,280.52 
DEAR CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
February 7, 2009 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,280.52 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default Within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC Will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the remedies provided in the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be limited to, allowable 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses permitted by your Loan 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
February 7, 2009 
Page 2 
4. If permitted by your 1oan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure. and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5, The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. BOX 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle South 
Attn: P.O. BOX 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains in default, we will perform certain tasks to 
protect our interest in the property. one of the tasks that we will 
perform at regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
property. This Will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
plans for curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 
anticipate that any costs incurred by CHF will be added to the amount you 
now owe if permitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
JPMC0044 
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CHARLES R NICKERSON 
February 7, 2009 
Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not Offer homeownership counseling services to 
borrowers. such counseling is available through a variety of non-profit 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at 1-800-569-4287. 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline at 
1-877-601-4673 or a Chase Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 to 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained Will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation Of 
the bankruptcy laws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 




Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD!Text Telephone 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
CHASEO 
Loan :/1 
February 7, 2009 
Your house is your home. We want to keep it that way. 
we need to tal.k __ call (BOO) 848-9380 today. 
0920 
You're going through tough times .. we can help. In fact, we believe your home 
loan may be eligible for a loan modification program .. we may be able to change 
the term of your loan, the interest rate, and maybe even the principal due 
date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
call us today at (BOO) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. 
We'll discuss your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter} and 
the options available to you. But we cannot stress enough that the longer 
you delay calling us __ the fewer chances you may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone .. one of our Loan specialists Will 
work with you to determine the option that best fits your needs. There are 
several options available .. call us now and let's see which one Will work best 
for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your home, 
but you must call us immediately at (BOO) 848-9380 __ the longer you delay the 
fewer options you may have. 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
{800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your current situation and 
the consequences that will occur unless we receive the required financial 
information from you and can approve you for a modification. Once you 
call us with the information needed, then we can work together to 
determine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee 
that you will be approved, but .your only chance of saving your home is 






Chase Home Finance LLC 
34 15 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1-800-848-9380 Collections 
1-800-582-0542 TDD/Text Telephone 
CHASEO 
February 7, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: ACCELERATION WARNING 




Total Amount Due 





CERTIFICATE OF HAILING 
You are in default under the terms of the Note evidencing the above referenced 
loan, and the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") secur:..ng 
the note and encumbering the real property located at 3165 NEFF RD, OROFINO 
ID 83544. 
Under the terms of the Note and/or Mortgage you are hereby notified of the 
following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly 
installments and late charges. As of the date hereof, principal, 
interest, escrow, late charges, and fees of $7,280.52 are due on the 
loan. After the first of the month, an additional payment of $2,328.99 
will be due. If the account becomes three payments or more past due, the 
total amount due will be required in the form of certified funds. 
2. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set 
forth in Paragraph 1 within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this 
notice in order to cure this default. 
3. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date 
of this notice, Chase Home Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the 
Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan provides for revolving 
advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice 
to you. If this happens, Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to 
collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the 
Mortgage, which may include but not be 
foreclosure/attorney fees, and other expenses 
documents or applicable law. 
REDACTED 










February 7, 2009 
Page 2 
4. If permitted by your 1oan documents or applicable law, you have the right 
to reinstate after acceleration of the Loan and the right to bring a court 
action to assert t'he non-existence of a default, or any other defense to 
acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to 
reinstate may be higher than what is owed under Paragraph 1 above due to 
additional fees and charges that we are entitled to collect under the 
Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we 
initiate. Accounts not including an escrow monthly deposit may not 
reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on the Loan. 
5. The total amount due under Paragraph 1 above is required to be paid in the 
form of of a cashier's check or certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
overnight: Chase Home Finance LLC 
1820 E. Sky Harbor Circle South 
Attn: P.O. Box 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. 
However, if you send us less than the full amount owed, we may in our sole 
discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without waiving any 
default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with 
foreclosure proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
6. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a 
variety of loss mitigation programs which might help you resolve your 
default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with you to discuss 
these options and determine Which of them might be appropriate for your 
circumstances. Please call us as soon as possible at 1-800-446-8939. 
7. While the loan remains 
protect our interest in 
in default, we 
the property. 
will perform certain tasks to 
one of the tasks that we will 
perform at regular intervals during the default is to visit your 
property. This will be done to determine, as of the date of the 
inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your 
plans for curing the default and paying this loan on time. You can 
anticipate that any costs incurred bY CHF will be added to the amount you 




February 7, 2009 
Page 3 
Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to 
borrowers. such counseling is available through a variety of non-profit 
organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such 
organizations may be obtained by calling HUD toll-free at l-B00-569-4287. 
Colorado customers 
1-877-601-4673 or a 
may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline 
Chase Loss Mitigation specialist at 1-877-838-1882 
discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
at 
to 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented bY an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us With the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the 
protections of the automatic stay, or if you have received a final discharge in 
a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only 
and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of 
the bankruptcy 1aws. However, Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under 
the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Default Loan Servicing Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 





DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
DEAR DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
Loan ff 0920 
March 25, 2009 
This letter is related to the current delinquency of the payments of your 
mortgage loan ·account. 
We want to offer you some potential alternatives to foreclosure. The 
Homeowner's Assistance Department helps qualifying homeowners find solutions. 
We may be able to help you bring your loan payments current or assist you in 
the sale of your property, avoiding a foreclosure sale and additional serious 
damage to your credit. Please return the following items within 15 days from 
the day you receive this letter so that we can determine the assistance 
available to you: 
1, Detailed letter explaining the circumstances that caused your 
mortgage payments to fall behind 
2. Most recent pay stub from each borrower 
3. One bank statement for the most recent month (checking and savings) 
4, Completed Financial Form (enclosed) 
5. Completed Acknowledgement and Authorization Form (enclosed) 
6. Information in your Financial Form and letter detailing any existing 
liens on your property 
7. If applicable, a copy of a listing agreement and/or sales contract 
(if you are selling your property) 
8. If applicable, a copy of the death certificate (if borrower is 
deceased) 
Please return the documents requested above to the following address~ 
ATTN: Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
We will review your information carefully and contact you as soon as we make a 
final decision, usually within 30-45 days from the time we receive all of the 
required documentation. During the evaluation process, we may require an 
interior appraisal of the residence. In this case, we will contact you so that 





March 25, 2009 
Please note that while we are here to help you, we are under no obligation to 
approve any request we receive. Any negotiations about this loan shall not 
obligate Chase Home Finance LLC ("Chase") or its investors or insurers until 
approved in writing. Until we reach an agreement, Chase will proceed with all 
collection or foreclosure activity. Therefore, your timely response is very 
important. 
If you have recently submitted the documents we requested in this letter, we 
thank you for your cooperation and ask that you please disregard this letter. 
If you have recently filed for bankruptcy or are currently in litigation with 
Chase, please disregard this letter. 
Chase's goal is to provide the highest level of quality service. If you have 
any questions, please contact the Homeowner's Assistance Department at 
1-800-446-8939. You can speak with a Homeowner's Assistance Analyst, available 
Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., Eastern Time. We look 
forward to working with you. 
For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you before 8 a.m. or 
after 9 p.m. They may not harass you by using threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language. Collectors may not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they know or have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at work. For the most part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse about your debt. Collectors 
may contact another person to confirm your location or enforce a judgement. 
For more information about debt collection activities, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC-HELP or www.ftc.gov. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number. 
To the eKtent your original obligation has been discharged, or is subject to an 
automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, this 
notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only and does not 
constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose personal liability for 
such obligation. 
Sincerely, 
Homeowner's Assistance Department 









Chase Home Finance 
Attn: Kyle Comstock 
Foreclosure Department 
34 I 5 Vision Dr. 
Columbus, OH 43219 
March 26, 2009 
Re: Chase Horne Finani:e/ Nickerson, Donna and Charle? 
Property location: 31 Neff Rd., Orofino, Idaho 83544. 
CHF No. )920 
CONV/FNMA 
Dear Kyle: 
l.:iu:.i J-:_ Burr:: 
Adam S. Chnltcrl.SOTI 
Jeffrey R. O,rim:nson 
lhvid r. ct,;bom< 
S. Bryce Farfu 
Jon C. Goultl 
Dl,-iii H:i:mm<rqui:.i 
Ch-arlcs L.. Honsin~r .. 
fame,; r. Kaufm3Zl. 
J<nnlf" llcid Mahor.cy 
f :3.nu::s (j_ Reid • 
DJ.JU.I:! \'. Sti:-~nmn 
MAR 3 1 tlJll~ 
0
· 
Default Co~· r 
Pursuant to your _instructions, we have initiated a non•judicial foreclosure in the above entitled 
matter. Prior to the time of sale we will need bidding instructions and the original documentation. 
If'you wish to pursue a qefic_iency judgment on this loan, please.obtain an SRA or other similarly 
credentia1eq_.appraisal oLthe property !?earing- ·1he effective date o·f the Trustee's Sale. Your bid. 
instructions should reflect the fair market value (as determined by the SRA appraisal); not the amount 
of debt owing. If you do not wish to pursue a deficiency judgment, then an SRA appraisal is not 
necessary and you may bid the entire amount of debt owing. 
Under Idaho Code§ 45-1512, the statute oflimitations for filing a Complaint for a deficiency 
judgment is 3 months after the Trustee's Sale. The amount of the deficiency judgment is limited by 
statute to the lesser of; 
(a) the amount by which the entire debt due exceeds the fair market value, as of 
the date of sale, plus interest from the date of sale; or 
(b) the difference between the sales price at the Trustee's Sale and the entire debt 
due. 
Many of our clients appear to be relying on BPO's to establish the amount of their .bid. You 
should not rely on BPO's if you are going to seek a deficiency judgment Deficiency judgq,ents are 
not generally acc~rded. favorable treatment under Idaho· Law. In the case of Evans vs. Sawtooth 
Partners; 723 P:2d925 .(Idaho App. 1986) the Idaho Court of Appeal~ held: . 
"Deficiency judgments long have been matters of public concern. See generally 
455 SoLith Third Strm PO Box 2773 !lotse, ldaho 83701 208.342.459 t FAX 208.342.4657 
www.r i n g e r t 1 a w.com 
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Quintanav. Anthony, 109 Idaho 977,712 P.2d 678 (Ct.App. 1985). Idaho Code§ 45-
1512 limits, but does not eliminate, deficiency judgments. We think the judge in this 
case understood that the statute allows recovery of a deficiency where the outstanding 
debt exceeds both the price obtained at the trustee's sale and the fair market value of 
the property. The entire thrust of trial was to establish fair market value in relation to 
the indebtedness. The real question is whether the judge's findingoffair market value 
is supported by substantial evidence. Because we hold that it is, we sustain the 
District Court's disallowance of a deficiency."(emphasis supplied). 
"'* * 
A major problem area for mortgage lenders in a deficiency action has to do with the failure 
to obtain an appraisal. Under Idaho Code§ 54-4105, a broker's price opinion must comply with the 
following requirements: 
"(3) The provisions of this chapter shall not prohibit a real estate broker or 
associate broker licensed under chapter 20, title 54, Idaho Code, whose license is 
active and in good standing, from rendering a broker's price opinion, for which the 
broker may charge a fee, provided the broker's price opinion complies with the 
following requirements: 
(a) The broker's price opinion shall be in writing and contain the 
following: 
(i) A statement of the intended purpose of the 
price opinion; 
(ii) A brief description of the subject property and 
property interest to be priced; 
(iii) The basis of reasoning used to reach the 
conclusion of the price, including the 
applicable market data and/or capitalization 
computation; 
(iv) Any assumptions or limiting conditions; 
(v) A disclosure of any existing or contemplated 
interest of the broker(s) issuing the opinion; 
(vi) The nameandsignatureofthe broker(s) issuing 
the price opinion and the date of its issuance; 
(vii) A disclaimer that, unless the broker is licensed 
under the Idaho real estate appraisers act, . 
chapter 41, title 54, Idaho Code, the report is 
not intended to meet the uniform standards of 
professional appraisal practice; 
(viii) A disclaimer that the broker's price opinion is 
not intended to be an appraisal of the market 
value of the property, and that if an appraisal is 
desired, the services of a licensed or certified 
appraiser should be obtained. 
JPMC0053 
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The broker's price opinion pern1itted under this chapter may not be used as an 
appraisal, or in lieu of an appraisal, in a federally related transaction." 
* * * 
CONCLUSION 
The disclaimers required by subsection (vii) and subsection (viii) render the broker's price 
opinion essentially valueless in a court of law~ Under Idaho Code§ 45-1512, which is the deficiency 
judgment statute, a critical element that needs to be pleaded in the Complaint and proved at trial is 
the fair market value of the property as of the date of the Trustee's Sale. In order to accomplish this, 
we will need appraisal evidence that will stand up in Court. It is highly doubtful that a BPO would 
be accepted by an Idaho Court in a contested proceeding in lieu of appraisal evidence. In addition, 
you could end up paying the debtor's attorneys fees if you fail to establish a prima facie case. 
Thank you. 
Yours very truly, 








Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7354) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, Ohio 43219-6009 
(800) 446-8939 Homeowner's Asslstance Department 
July O I, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 




3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
This letter is to inform you that Chase Home Finance LLC has cancelled your Workout on the above-referenced 
account for the following reason(s): 
Failure to respond lo requests for communication and/or documentation. If you still desire assistance, please contact 
us as soon as possible. 
Unless your account is current, or is in the process ofbeing brought current, collection and/or foreclosure 
actions that may have commenced will continue. 
At Chase, we value you as a customer and want to ensure your continued satisfaction. If you have any 
questions, please call us at (800) 446-8939. 
To better serve our customers, the Chase Mongage Assistance Call Center has extended its hours of 
operation from 8 a.m. to 9 p.m. ET. 
Sincerely, 
Homeowncr's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 446-8939 








CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PAGE Two 
07/01/2009 
For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection 
Practices Act require that, except under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you before 8 a.m. or after 
9 p.m. They may not harass you by using threats of violence or arrest or by using obscene language. Colleclors may 
not use false or misleading statements or call you at work if they know 
or have reason to know that you may not receive personal calls at work. For the most part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse, about yow- debt. Collectors may contact another person to 
confirm your location or enforce a judgment. For more information about debt collection activities, you may contact 
the Federal Trade Commission at 1·877-FTC-HELP or www.ftc.gov. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information obtained wi11 be used for that purpose. 
W c may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Lale payments, missed payments, or other defaults 






llwas1or Support Services 
£xhlbll A Funding Authorization 
F f1) IYl4- Repurcha11e 
Oate: n/1112009 CHF# 0920 
To: Laura A Sarbauah lnvestorll: 7229 
From: ISS ISSRea#: 288692 
Preuared Bv: Marv Ann Luczko Bormwer: NICKERSON DONNA 
Proo. Address: 9165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO ID 83544 
I Amount11: ffiepurchaae J .r $261 1562 14 
Comments Repurchase-ODS Loss-AOT/CNT•Non B1fwca1ed-F'HH Mortaaae 
Remittance 
Code: 
Per Diem, JS4500 
Jettre A Phckert 








Return lundir,9 c,onflrrnalion log to ISS no latar than the 5th ol lhe month followmg 
funding. 




DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PD BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
RE: Loan Number 0920 
DEAR DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON: 
Loan If 0920 
March 25, 2009 
This letter is related to the current delinquency of the payments of your 
mortgage loan account. 
We want to offer you some potential alternatives to foreclosure. The 
Homeowner's Assistance Department helps qualifying homeowners find solutions. 
We may be able to help you bring your loan payments current or assist you in 
the sale of your property, avoiding a foreclosure sale and additional serious 
damage to your credit. Please return the following items within 15 days from 
the day you receive this letter so that we can determine the assistance 
available to you: 
1. Detailed letter explaining the circumstances that caused your 
mortgage payments to fall behind 
2. Most recent pay stub from each borrower 
3. One bank statement for the most recent month (checking and savings) 
4. Completed Financial Form (enclosed) 
5. Completed Acknowledgement and Authorization Form (enclosed) 
6. Information in your Financial Form and letter detailing any existing 
liens on your property 
7. If applicable, a copy of a listing agreement and/or sales contract 
(if you are selling your property) 
8. If applicable, a copy of the death certificate (if borrower is 
deceased) 
Please return the documents requested above to the following address~ 
ATTN: Homeowner's Assistance Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
We will review your information carefully and contact you as soon as we make a 
final decision, usually within 30-45 days from the time we receive all of the 
required documentation. During the evaluation process, we may require an 
interior appraisal of the residence. In this case, we will contact you so that 





March 25, 2009 
Please note that while we are here to help you, we are under no obligation to 
approve any request we receive. Any negotiations about this loan shall not 
obligate Chase Home Finance LLC ("Chase") or its investors or insurers until 
approved in writing, Until we reach an agreement, Chase will proceed with all 
collection or foreclosure activity. Therefore, your timely response is very 
important. 
If you have recently submitted the documents we requested in this letter, we 
thank you for your cooperation and ask that you please disregard this letter, 
If you have recently filed for bankruptcy or are currently in litigation with 
Chase, please disregard this letter, 
Chase's goal is to provide the highest level of quality service, If you have 
any questions, please contact the Homeowner's Assistance Department at 
I-800-446-8939. You can speak with a Homeowner's Assistance Analyst, available 
Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.rn., Eastern Time. We look 
forward to working with you. 
For California customers, the state Rosenthal Fair Debt Collection Practices 
Act and the federal Fair Debt Collection Practices Act require that, except 
under unusual circumstances, collectors may not contact you before 8 a.rn. or 
after 9 p.m. They may not harass you by using threats of violence or arrest or 
by using obscene language, Collectors may not use false or misleading 
statements or call you at work if they know or have reason to know that you may 
not receive personal calls at work, For the most part, collectors may not tell 
another person, other than your attorney or spouse about your debt, Collectors 
may contact another person to confirm your location or enforce a judgement, 
For more information about debt collection activities, you may contact the 
Federal Trade Commission at 1-877-FTC-HELP or www.ftc.gov. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt and any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, 
missed payments, or other defaults on your account may be reflected in your 
credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your 
attorney and provide us with the attorney's name, address, and telephone number, 
To the extent your original obligation has been discharged, or is subject to an 
automatic stay of bankruptcy under Title 11 of the United States Code, this 
notice is for compliance and/or informational purposes only and does not 
constitute a demand for payment or an attempt to impose personal liability for 
such obligation. 
Sincerely, 
Homeowner's Assistance Department 












ll'lvastor S\Jppon Services 
Exhlbll A Funding Authorization 
F/11/Yl,,f- Repurchase 
11/11/2009 CHFlt 0920 
Laura A Sarbauoh Investor#: 7229 
,ss ISSReo#; 288692 
Marv Ann Luczko Borrower: MCKERSON DONNA 
Proo. Address: 3165 NEFF RO 
OROFINO ID 83544 
L.I :..;;A:c.:.mc=ou=-.cnt"'s.,_: --.1.H3...:..,.::e.::ou"'r""'ch""'a"'s.:::.e _____ _,_l _•"--"'$2=6~1~,5=6c:2~1~4---------=:J - .---
Comments Repurchase-Oas Loss·AOT/CNT -Non B1furcatad-PHH Mortaaae 
Remlttanoe 
Coda: 
Per Diem, J$45 00 
Jeftre A Phckert 








Return funding eonflrmallon 10910 ISS no latar than lhe 51h of the month tollow1n9 
funding. 










MEMO TO FILE 
Mary Ann Luczko 
ISS - Jnves1or Support Services 












PHH Mongage - Non B lfurcated 
-M ++ 
The seller ha, ue,reed to remit repurchase funds due to E~rl y Defaul1 
Thr, repurcha~e 1~ over 138 day~ old, mid to avoid further dduy, Chm,e would ltke to 
remit repurrhusc fuuds m advance. 
The current Repu1d1a,c amoum is $261,562 14 plus un 11dd1 t1onal $45 00 pet day after 
dot c of nouce 
RECOURSE AND llliCOVERY: 
This 1s nollficauon from Inve~tor Suppon Services 10 RCM (Jacksonville) to proceed 
with recovery of funds from ll1c seller, PHH Mor1.gnge. 











Go{f, Penny E [penny_e_goff@fannlemae com] 
Monday, Oc1obar 05, 2009 1 79 PM 
Mary A Luczko 
RE· Ordering GL. HUDl, BPO, Aopra1sal 
Good Afternoon ·1 
Th1i; lolln 1, o Rctoui,c V1olnt1on and not n forcdo,rnc 01 Lo\S Mutgahon Y(•\l will Jmvc to contnct your mve,to1 
,,ccuummg department lc.,r figu~~ nnd l.nck up docu1ncnt~t1on forexpemes. Fund, should be remitted u~mg ,1ct,vity cod~ 
~ I 
Thanb and have B grea1 day, I 
Penny 
From: Mary A luczko[mailto:mary.aluczko@Jpmchase.OJm] 
Sent: Friday, October 02, 2009 1:52 PM 
To: Dobyan, Michael 
Subject: Order1119 GL, HUDl, BPO, Appra,sa1 
H, Micilael, 
I wol!ld hke to order the GL, HUD1, BPO and Appraisal regarding the above FNMA loan number 
If you should have any questtons, pleas" do not hes1tule to contact me 
Thank you for your cooperation ,n th1< matter 
Mary Ann l u04ko 
Repurcha~e Analyst 
Investor Support Services 
216-802 .4 763 





Tin~ communication ts for mformat1onal purposes 011ly h 1s not m1cndcd as an ofic1 or ~ohc:1rnt1011 for lhe I 
purclrnse or ~ale of any financial mstrumenr or us nn official confmnauon of nny trmJ$actton /\II market pnce,\ 
data and 1llher mlorma11on me not warruntml JJ~ to completeness or ~ccurucy and are ~ub1ect to change w1thoucj 
notice Any comrncnb or ,lutement~ 1mde hi;iem do not nccessrinly reflect those of JPMorgan Cha~e & Co, at$ 
sub.~1d1ancs and affiliate, Tht£ 1ran~m1~.io11 may contain 1nfonnat1on 1hat 1, pnv1leged, ~onfo.lenuul. legally I 
pr,v1legcd, and/or exempt froin drnclo~ure under ~pphcable law, If you are nm the intended rcc1p1cnt. you are J 
hc,eby nollftcd that any d1~do.rn1e, copymg, d1~t11bnt1011. 01 u~e of the mtormauon comrnncd hcrcm (mdudmg
1 
any reliance thereon),~ STRICTLY PROHlB!TED /\hhough this tran,;m11,10n and any attachn1cn1s Jrc • 
believed m be free of any vin1s or otl1er defect that might ~ffect any <:omputer system mto wh1c!11t 1~ tece1vcd ) 









Jeffrey A Pl1cKert 
Thursday, October 01, 28096 49 PM 
Mary A Lui;zko 
PHH concurrence e-mail 
From: Benjamro H Patterson 
Sent: Thursday, October 01, io09 1 ·30 PM 




Correspondent Recourse and Recovery Manager 
90~·620-6629 Phone 
.904-620,6613 Fax 
This e-mail, and any et!achments horeto, 1s Intended only tor use by the oddrossee(s) named herein ;rnd contains legally pnv1leged and/or conl1dentlat 1nforma110~ 11 you are not the lfltended rsc1p1enl o! this e,ma1l, you ara hereby noulced Iha! any 01,semlnet1on. dlsl<lbul,on or copying of this e-mail, or any atlachmen!s hereto, 1s strictly proh1b1ted ff you have I received this e-mail 1n error, please 1mmacJiately notity 1118 sender and permanently delete the ong,nal and copy ot any ei mall and any prmtout theteot : 
From: Jone~, Keith (MBS) [maTito;Kelth.Jones@mo1tgagefamlly.com] 
Sent: Monday, september 28, 200~ 4.00 PM 
I. 
I 
To: BenJamln H Patterson 




Sl10u)d be pretty qu1c1< call Just chacKad these loans and hBro 1s a quick status I need 10 d,g 1n10 4 to see where they I stand but we have e1lher a greed w1lh the Fmdmgs and need to get money eve: 1f not already done or we ari, wa1t1ng ta hear back based on our appeal 
appealed 6/16 
checking status 
chack1n g sletus 
appealed 9122 
appeated 6/4 
phh agrees to make wholelrer,o r,{ 1 (.K£ r: .. -=o.,.;;J 
phh agrees to make whale/re po 













From: ~njarnm 1-t Patt~ori (mallto:benJamln.hpatterson@chase.com] 
Sent: Monday, September 28, 2009 3:29 PM 
To: Jones, Keith { M BS) 
Subject: RE: 
Ok I will set up call for 4 pm EST(lpm Pacj f w,11 send invite Thanks fot response Let me know 1f these numbers 
don'I shew up on your end. 
Seller Loan No 
Thanks 
Ben Pc1nerson 
Correspondent l;ecourse and Recovery Manager 
904·620-6629 Phone 
90~-620-6613 Fa~ , 
I 
This e-mail, and any attachments hereto, 1s Intended only for UBB by !he addressee(s) named hetem and conlelr>s legally 
pnvtleged and/or confrdent1al 1n!ormn!Jon U you aro n01 the intended rec1p10nt ol this a,mali, you am hereby 11otih0d thatl 
any Cllssem1nat1on. d1stribut1on or copying ot thts e-matl, or any attechmenls hereto, Is slrlctly prohibited lf you have ! 
received 1h1s a-malt in erro,, please !mmed1aloly noltly the sender and permanently delete the ortgtnel and capy Ol any e! 
mat I and any printout 11\ereof, 
From: Jones, Keith (MBS) [mallto:Ke1th.Jones@mortgagefaml!y com) 
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2009 3:19 PM 
To: Benjamf n H Patterson 
Subject: 
Ben, 
!Just left you a voice mafl I'm pretty opefl Wednesday and Thursday 
nece9sary tnio together 
I 
Actually Thursday would be better St) I can g~t all 
I 
Can you send me JU st 1he pM !oan ID so I know we are working the same hsl? I've had trouble w1lh your secure site soi 
l'm assuming Jusl PHH loan 1d can be sent unprotected ) 






This lra.nsm1ss,on may contain information that 1s privileged, confidential, legally privil.:gcd, :md/or exemp1 
from disclosure under 1lpplicablc law !f you arc not the 1mcnded rec1p1cn1, you ,uc hereby no11fied that any 
u1sclosure, copying, d1~1nbuuon, or use of the mformat1on con tamed herein (including any reliance thereon) 1~f 
STRICTLY PROHJB1TED Ahhough this \ra11.~nt1ss1on and any att11chments arc believed to be free of any v1ru~ 
or other defect that rrught affect any computer system into which 1t is received and opened, il 1s the I 
respons1b1lily or the rec1pien110 ensure that it is virus free an<l no responstbillly is accepted by JPMorgan Chi,~~ 
& Co , its ~ubs1d1anes and affili1:1tcs, as apphcnblc, for nnr lo!>S or damage ans mg in any way from us use If I 
you received tlus transm1ss1011 m error, plcasc 1mmed1ately contact the sender and destroy the mate11al tll its 1 




8oRJ<OWER Oortna Nckerson AEQUESTOI< FNMA ou1 or R!Y1,w 8/7100 
CHr.s£ LOAN# AEQYE"10R LOAN II 7229 Joo1 EAslWooo 
l..O.llf PRODUCT K \Rl5Sl(\JNTAKE-TPO\[NTAKE\IMMlE lr<r•l<E 07-06-09 
AEQU•rnJR REPURCHASE O™M<D REASON(S) 
Rea,urse \llDlall1>11, Our reCO<d• lndicate itiat the Joans listed on Attachm,nt A ti.,-,, recourse and have V1olated the terms of itiat 
rerou~ Ac:cordn,g tci !he "'cou-.e obhgatton the lender w,11 repurai;,,;o these loans if lhey become 120 daw delinquent, Our records 
show lhese Joans ore hi>ve become l 20 d•l'S delinquent because ol this we are requesl!ng Jmmedla1e ~;>11/'thase or tins Joan. 
AP9U.l FROM COARrSPONO!NT Si,illA 
NOne In file as of 8/S/09 
The settlement date or suaJect loan was Cktober q, 1002 &nd t!,e sc:hedlie<I nrst pa~ent was due December 1, 2002 The Borrower 
ttas m~de n pav,nen!s oo .ub)ect loan and is pa:o lhr<J i l/1/2008 The 120 day del,nqueney chd not oo:ur dUl!ng ~ nlS! 12 months of 
$lhe<luled payments 
00 NOT CoNCUP:: WllH Fl:EQU!STO~ 
Fa/lnm Mae ,s reqveshng repurchase due to earlv pay default per contractual -Otlllgallon, Toe sel~cment da~ or oub,oct loan was 
October 4, 2002 ancl lhe sche<luled first payment was due December I, 2D0l, The Borr°""r ha, made 72 payme!I\S or,sut>Jec[Joan 
and Is paid thru ll/l/2008 The 120 day dellOQ<Jenc~ d1d not oc:ur dunn~ lh• first ll months of scheduled payrner,ts Toe repurcliase 
""!Uest should be resan<led 
Lo1111 Oeb>HII! 9S% L 1V, 0/0 Puruiase, full documentation, 29 l<I% on 
C"'dlL 7l3 f no mtddle ==, morl\lage h1"1lllY ,,nee 11/93 no late payments made, total revoMng balance $44,966, no 
derogatory payments/ ~bile "'cords, no lnq .. nes, 72 p.,ymenls ,...,., ma,;!,, on sull]ect loan, llEl 1"11e<:ts paid lhr., l l/)/08 
lncome, Only Co,Borrowo(s lncomo used to quallly, new )Ob as of 8/5/2002 Toe employment orrer l!;tter from Yohlt mdlcate.s 
lh~ Co-BolTO- w,~ reClllwe an I\Ourly rate of $100 OD and up to $1,000 ,n bonus money each monlh, for !he first 6 months of 
lt1e oroJect at tho d1scre~on or manaQemeot lheletter does not Include a stan date or lhH amQlJnt of hours e,pecred to wori< 
each week !nmme w>s c::alrulated on a qo hour wori<wee• $100 )( 40 x 3fi dl'J!ded by 1Z Is $17,333 33 mon!hly income Pay 
Sl\Jb p!1;>v1ded Is from HL Yoh Company, LtC ond Is 4ated 9/5/02 and reftem YID eammgs of $19,0l Z JO If It 1, assumed that 
Jhe CO-Bo11owerstart,,d hl5 employment on the date of the offer Je~er, $17.)33 33 is a reasonable monthly illcome 
C<>llater,,I: 3l65 Neff Road Orofino, 1D~35'1'1 $300,0!JQ purch•il" prtc•, Log cabin located on 50 acres, rural p,operty, ma 
5table marke~ 2 betvoom, l ball> 1,608 squor• feet S CM1ps provu:!ed, hlgn 1101/gross adjustment perceotageS on au comps, 
Comp 4 ls 16 montllS old and was given the most WGlght although the sales pno, of $282,500 <loes not support the appraised 
.elue of $325,000, Comps sales p~ces range l'rom $230,000 -$347,000 Witt> orly or,e o::,np over the ,f300,0IJ() pnr:e, Jhf 
appra~ed value of $125,DDO J~ questrooabl• 
Asoeb, $27,000 h>ted ao J003, no d"""1!erits pro,,ded to SUDP<>r1 ihls 
Overall l!lsk: !1IGJI 
OTiit:A U,.tlERWRITlNG Ccnu:;l!AHS .AND FJHD?NGS ItnNn,nti- 9V Cw~ UNt>tRWRlTING 
The 1003 rette<'.15 lhat the CO•llorruwer, Nick Nlckmott, ,s employed at CO,nsys although there ,s an employment offer le~r 
from YoMT dated 8/5/lOOZ rt appear,; a< ,r tho Co-Borrower i< starting a new job 
Page I of z 




SUb~C! property .s o 1()9 c;abin located on 50 acres In a rural area The appra,ser pro\/lded 5 comps m wh«:h tr., sales prices 
range fiom $230,000 - $3~, ,000 wilh only ooe comp over $:lOO,llOO All compil:ables pro~d have high ncl/grcss adjustment 
percentages Not enc comparai,ie p,ovldeo nas lhe :;.)rne bed/ b~th ::ount and orly ooe cf the comparables 1s ,orn,Ja- In square 
lool.aQE, t;,,rr,parable l has Ille sarne !cri,age, but the appraiser made a $2S,OOO adJustrnent lor mod-Sleep ve~us the sub)l!(t 
property hnng 50 roPlng a::res C:omp 3 r,as )3 23 acres and Comp 4 has 30 a::res, neither ccmp was g,oen an adJUstme/lt f!Jr 
lhelr lower acreage Although !he appri!lser does write an ln-de!]t/1 addendum adcresslng mostof these <>incems, the purcha,e 
price or $300,000 ,snot supportC'J ~l\d Ill• appraised ...a11.1e of $32:i,OOO Is q~e~ 
Assets of $27,00C IJSted on the 1003 lo whtch the Borrower was requued to bnng ~l9,693 27 at ctosl"'l There are no 
<!ocunems Slll}DOrtlng ~ssets In tte amO;Jnt ol $21,000 
~IDC:AL BFl:UCHU IPENilFU!D •If CHllSf l1ND2R.WR1nNc;: No 




Loan Number: 0920 
3270 Explorer 
JPMORGAN CHASE •· 465 
SERl 0920 CU~TOMER 5ERVlCE INV 303/001 1:/10/09 10 35 i2 
OONN1; tH{;K!,R$00 QC T'f PE CDNV, PMl W\N D 
CHARLES R ITT:CKERSON IR 6 isooo BR 00 
3365 NEFF Rn OROP!NO lD 83544 1 999-999-9999 
_ <- 351 FM'!' !\TL REM()VJ;;D F'RDM CYCLE OLD UATES UPD/1.TED >: 09/15/09 
-----LOAN--------------------• LOAN INFORMhTtON •------------------------------
•-•• 12/01/08 !'MT --- LAST PAID DA'l'E UUE AMOUNT (13 MON1'HSJ 
1ST P&I 1760 36 NSP 10/14/0S 12/08 . 00 WU, P 
•com,rry 381 00 H/1.ZARD 
"MI 187 6J MIP/PMI 10/15/09 10/09 187 63-
TO'.l' PMT 2328 99 COUNTY O'f/03/09 0'1/09 1636 0-
ANALYZED CO\JP MO 
07 ;:l.8/09 0] 
LC 0\JE 792 00 ------- ~I\LAXCF.:S ------· lHLL ~ROD 
Grfl r'EES 50 00 PRINCIPAL 261, 562 l4 07 /~3 / 09 
TO'!' DOR 28465.10 ESCROW 4,176.66- YTD PRN 389 48 
-- PENtlING PAYMFNT -- SUSPENSE 2,097, 10 YTD TAX l, 636 43 
09/09 2120.73 HE'.S £SC 00 YTD TNT 1.370 88 
---• PF2 FOR llDOL MESSAGES•---------------------------------------------·--~--
REP/1.Y PL/'\." Rf;INST/\'l'fil>!£N'l' 01\T!i 09/30/09 
FORCE COVERA.GI !NS ACTION PENDING NO NO'l'lCES : C 
LUl\N PAST DUE 12 MONTHS 22~ 01\YS PAST PROJECTED LicGAL DATE 
Prmt&d Sy ROD•i91 on 1111112D09 10 35 WAM 




JPMORGAN CHASE •• 465 
Loen Number; 0920 Borrower Name NICKERSON.DONNA 
Ml\Sl Ul/\N 0920 MSP J,OAN MAS1'!::R MMN'l', & DISPLAY 11/10/09 10 35 52 
N'AME D NICK!::tlSO 'l'YPE 16 lS'J' M'l'G,CONVEN W/INS GROUP 
-- TNVl -- INVESTOR, SERVlCE rEES------------••--------------------------------
Il/V CA'J' INV LOAN NO SALR/REPURCH -- - F!,"M.'.. LAS:CR --- FNMh I)l:,1-
303 001 400269/229 FL1'G DA'J'E CD DATE Cl!ANGE:D S~'ATUS 
INV FNMA A/A 
HDR FANNIE M/IE 
13150 WORLDGJ\.TE DRIVE 
HEIUIDON Vh 201?0 
KEV!N 'l'HOMAS 
_ --- D {0-9) 
(J,l!,IDDY~) SSRI ~ 
GUAR FEE ----SERVlCE FEE----
RJ>.'l'E: % RATE OR $ ANOUNT 
00.-00000 '!. 2aODOD D 00 
!'RC SC kCC CD INT IN !IDV BIil, 
CONTR.hCT/POOL NO 
Fl 
INV SCHED DEF INT lNV ACT DJ::!' TN'!' 
. DO 







PLAN 1 S'l' RE.'lIT 
com: DATE: 
Prlnlod By R0041D1 on 111111200a 10 35 ss AM 
FHLMC ------E:XCr.ss SERVICE FEBS-----
INACT ORlG SERV FEE _ ••• ---
UNAttORT SERV l'EC ------
GSE ORlGlNA~ TERM. 
FN F REMAlNING TERM 
OP'l'ION DOC CUST. ----
224 DAYS P/\S'~ PllOJECTED LEGl\L DATE 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 





JPMORGAN CHASE -- 465 
I 
i 
Loan Number: 0920 8orro~er Name: NICKERSDN,DONNA / 
P309 LN 09?D 
NI\ME D NlCKERSO 
MORTGAGI: LOAN HISTORY 
INII-LN 303-001-
11-10-09 
722~ DUE 12-01-08 TYPE 16 
BR 00 MANO P-TYP£ 1 
llUD . 00 NE'!' 
lNT 0~28000 !'IRST P!l 
2328,99 SF 00250000 
261,562.1: 2ND PB 00 
SUSP JO 9'1 10 STOP D B P F N A D ).. 



































































1 49 1 41 
.oa oo 
00 391 52• 












PA(,£ OOl OF 007 TOTI\L TAANS AVAIL,\BLll 0032 OLDEST TRAN 07-03-09 /P 
Prmte~ By R004191 Qn 11/11/2009 103B 34 M', Poll"\ ol 1 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
JPMC0070 
835
Loan Number: 0920 
3270 Explorer 
JPMORGAN CHASE •• 465 
Borrower Name. NJCKERSON,DONNA! 
SERl ~920 CUSTOMl:.R sF:RV!CE INV 303/001 11/10/D9 11 05 57 
PONNA NICKERSON OC TYPE CONV PMl MAN 0 C~1\J<LES R N!CKCRSON IR 6.2BOOO DR 00 4,~-691-7926 
3165 lll"E!-'F RD OROFINO !D 835H 1 999-999-9999 
_ < 351 FMT ATL Ru-iOVED FROM C!l'CLE OLD OATES. Ul'DA'r.e.P ;. 09/15/09 -----HIST···-------------------• LOAN HISTORY •-------------------•·•·-··IMOHCJ 
PROC-lll' DUE•D1' TRAN Tl<AN•DESCRI?T!ON TRAN-EI-TECTIVF,·DATE 
TRAN-AM'!' l?RUICIJ>I\L IN'I'ERE:S'I' ESCROW AMOUNT/CD/!lE:SC~lPrION 
10-15-09 12-08 161 ESCROW AlNANC!:. 
187 63 0 00 0 00 187 63 
10-15-09 10-09 310 MORTGAGC INStrnANCS DISBURSEMENT 






161 ESCROW ADVJ>,NCF. 











0,00 391.52- l,368 84- 568 63· 
1 A ELEC-NONSUFF 
2,328 99 
261,56, H ), 989 Cl-
---• PF2 <'OR J\llDL MESSAGES*·--------------------------------------------------
RJ::l'7'Y PLJ\N 
FORCE COVERAGE lNS ACTION PENDrNC 
LOhtl PhS'l' DUE l 2 MO:NTHS 
REINS1'M'£Mi!N'P DATE D9 /30109 
NO NO'l'lC!:'.S ; C. 
,?4 DAYS PAST PROJECTED L~ChL DATE 
' 
Prlnt~d By ROD4191 on 11/! 1/20091 l 06 07 AM Pago Io: I 
I 
! 
REDACTED CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION 
JPMC0071 
836
Rccour5c Repurchase [n111el Not1ficatiun 
Becky Racan1eno 
Vlce President 
Chase Kame Fmance. LLC 
4900 Memorial Hwy, 4th FL 
Mall Code FLZ-3425 
Tampa, FL 33634 
-·-·=i 
Date of Notification: 06/26/2009 
Action Requested: Repurchase Loan • Recourse Violation 
P~ge l of 3 
Note: Ropuri.hase Funds should be remitted during your next accounting cycle with an 
activity code of 65. Refer to our Servli.lng Gulde for specific Instructions. 
Recourse Violat•on: 
Our records indicate that the loans listed on Attachment A have recourse and have violated the 
terms of that recourse According to the recourse obl1gat1on the lender will repurchase these 
Joans 1f !hay become 120 days delinquent Our records show these loans are have become 
120 days delinquent because of this we are requesting immediate repurchase of this loan 
Fanni& Mae Contacts: 
Undi3rwnt1ng Support Techn1c1ari. Penny Goff 
Undeiwriting Director· 





Responses with additional information may be submitted v,a QAS or by contacting your Underwnt1ng 
Consultant, ,r they are submitted no later than 7127/2009 




Recourse Rcpurlh~sc Tniual Nm1ficauon 
Fanni& Mae S&Nlcer's 
Loan Lean 
Number Number 








































































l.05 AlfOE~ES C). 
PO!AP ,\NO !!EACH FL 
SENECA 1,1() 
,'J!LIJIGTON HEIGH IL 
WHnEG!TY OR 
IONA ID 
SJJIIT Lc,JIS ,10 
LOCUS1 NC 
DVEIIWID PAR< KS 
SA.LTlAKECffi ur 




















CHARI.On!, "" AlllUOUfROUE HM 
hLtps·//guaranLytechnology cfannicmne com/QASfcomrol7arnonRcsuurcc=showRcv1cwLc 
REDACTED 






















































































































































Page 3 of3 
All IJQ57 ~3 
({ 491D3 1"6 
MJ 07~1- 11J1 
Ml 4820J10Z~ 
AR 116JZ ll!l!J 
MN S1'1l 14'1 
OK 743'6-l,nt; 
t)~ 7-'ll\H'!OI 
V>. 1<571 :ma 
0~ 4412) 1721 
VA 2380120'3 





rn Jl921 3016 
SC m1on•e 
HI ~6531 3501 
1X m~:i,s1 
CT oreu 2s12 
•• lfA%~6 
WA 11166 '461 
AR T25o9 9107 
FL J.3612 13~2 
l!C 2a7:i,!>692 
FL 33810 1Bt1 
KY <2J569112 
IL 6271!2 21UD 
TX 7nlJ9«! 
OH ~J2D4 233~ 
1X 150&T s.m 
ID ~ls., !k,")1 










4001 Leadenhall Road 
Mount Lauiel, NJ, 08054 
RE' FNMA 
FNMA II· ,7229 
Borrower NICKERSON, DONNA 
Dear Debra Mas: 
Chase has received a repurchase demand from Fanme Mae (FNMA) on the captioned loan. A copy of the 
repurchase deman~ and specific deficiencies are attached. 
You are responsible for the repurchase of t!us loan, as stated in your Contract W1th Chase You may choose to 




Repurchase Dept@chase com 
Chase 
Investor Support Services 
4919 Memorial Hwy, OMC 1-2 
Tampa, FL 33634 
Your appeal packago must be re<:elved by Chase no later than: OBJ07/09 
Roshelle Moore 








CHASE/ lrwestor Support Services (ISS). Transaction Summary 
ReQU.esl'4 288692 Bom:rN8! NICl(fRSOIII DON~A i 
I 
: 
Cf-IF~ 1918210920 P/opAddteH 3\6~NEFF RO ! 
I 
OROFINO ID 83544 
Clrlf i 
Ro~ Typ,, Ri;,pu:i::h1;1G-e 
1~~1ifilf.':w'J'..t11W~J1tJi-*!filfl<fr.tt~J~i:mi~r~!\1!mro1!1\-::/t1li~~l\ilil~1~~1iw:w:1.1~1l~~:rr-.;:-;,r:;wr1.f<l 
Eo,ly D&l&ull ----- ··-·---·----------------~----- i 
Roqu&Bt"1' FNMAQAS cuwc, 
Aulhol1zor MIC,, Genworth I 
I 
Investor FNMA. 4002697229 Pool/ D•a! V01B1M~67 




A&R Status lnfonmt1on CUW Status Information 
Len,nr0G11i11 o=aooo Lo-U'8"t Daite 06126/2000 
Ltt Rev DI 06/2!;/2000 Ur RcvDI D6l2S/200S 
·-Duo o.e.10- 08/2412D09 Du&Da1a 09/24/2009 
Cnrpll<l DI 11/11/2009 Cmplld DI 
Fnr,<J Dt Fnl<dOL 
Ag&fm LITOI 1Ja Ago Im Lld)1 138 
{Age s10ps whon (Age &1o.P5: whon-
' finoll,od) finallzDd) 
Lopn Rwl.i,w,od No 
R~atttNo 
Peat Closrn9·J Loan ui.rvlcln.0 Ootafl 
UPII UPyt Mado 07/0312009 NXI 12/01/2008 11 
FC~ DI 00/2512009 BKDl REO Dt 
ftl!J-ac: Or:lglnatlon d,afa-
UNI Typo Or~ 01fku, Code M8l~9 
UMN.imei Cone:;:pondl)nl/Sfll,er- PHH Mortgage 
l.OName Brok.ecCc;d~ 
ApP(Dl'-&r Name Broker 
-
CHFROQIOn 




loan Origination Oetafl 
Ln Clsg Dt \0(04/200;! O!ig Chnl AOTICNT 
Purch Prlc~ 300,000 00 Occupan.., Unabl! I:> Determ1111 
AJ>PA"'l l.11 fu]>o<• Purct>aia 
0~ Pm iss.ooo oo MktT\'P• 0 
Pr;,porty T1pe Sfngle limilY (Delavll) u,nusc Oof8\II! 
LTV SA$$ Codo• 
CLTV SFCl5CC COdJI • 
Cit••• EZ croso? No 
lnleteSl Rale 62BOOO 
Actlon/Commants History 
f;r~.~Wrttit-~~tl£1~u~~~w .. ~~W~tk'ill~i~1~~111!! ;,;fl%~~ .~i .. ;~i;~,,~~~%l~~~J~f~ ~ 1 , -!~p1 .. ,p.~'.l , -\~:c_, ~i:i ~\\' ~:t 
11111/2009 0~ 52 15 Clta, ... FNMA JAG Mo,y /l,nn Luci>o 
1111112000 09 4935 
1l/ti/;>0090~49 01 
Reconniendl!ll~on to Menegam,enl to Ma.ry Arm LttCZlr.o 
R~pureh(!!.ft 
UPa 8(1'10unl ~ $~61,.5,62 14 - ~mount to Mary Ann Lui::.v:c 
!!P~ase ------ ------......... ~~- ---- ------------·------GIL Rec&lved Mary Arm Lucz:k:c I, 11/tl/2009 09 <"I 08 
11111/2009 09 <l 4 I 
-------------------·---------- -------- --Selltr Agf'f:le., W~ Re:pl.Xciwi~e Juuse MNY Arni Lt.1crto - --r ---------------------
1117/0ll • ooul~ not pvlJ GL up In OAS FNMA 
rospon.clod thsl thtS loon IR a Recou~e Viplallan 




11/0712008 13 31 O< Mary Ann Luako 
11/07120llll 13 u·~1 
10/02r.l009 1, 1~ IJO 
Rl3'colved wr111on 0011c .• mone1 ft"om PHH Mary Ano Luezk;o ---: 
Gil S. SllpporUng 0DCJmen,.aUon R-eq-u-~-,-...,--M-a-,y-Ann L\JClko------~ - -- - - -, 
- --- --- ~ .......... ~---. .,...,, _ 
_ rn_ro_=_~~~-15_0_0 _________ GJ_L_& "'-'_Ppo-~lng_o_=_ man1att0n RequHLad _ MR~~'::_ UC1:_k_o ____ ~ _L 
1Q/02'2009 ,s 15 00 Gil !. Supportng Oocumentat10n RoquoaLe:d 'Mary Arm lnc.zk.o • 
···------· - -------· . -··--···------···-------------L 10/0212009 15 15 00 
10Jo2/W09 15 lo 00 
10/02/2009 ,s 15 00 
10/IIZROOB 1515 00 
Gl't ,5. S\ApPOl'lng oocumentlJllon R,equasted h,h:uy Ann Luclko 
GIL & Sl1pJ)or1lng: Oocumrml&lioD Roquested 
GJL & sup_por'Uog Docll"men1i111an Requmnod MnryNlnL~ 
- ·-··-·1 
10/02/2009 15 15 00 GIL & s,,p~lng Oocumoolollon Roquo,lw Mary Ann Lu:zl<o ! 
10/02J200Q 15 16 00 GIL! Sopportl~ Oocurnonlol,oo Roquoote~ Mery An.n Lu~ko 
M,ary Ann lui;:zko 
Ma.ry Mn L lJCl'ko 
10/02/2009 15 1500 
10/02/2009 15 1 $ 00 
10/02/2009 1515 00 
GIL & suppor1mg DocumanCatlori R9q_ues.tG::i 
G/L & SL¢Jpt)r1u1g Oocum1Jnt~Uon R,.q1,1eatad Mar-tAnnLdczka ---- --- ---~ I 
--------···--------·-----------···---~------·----- - ..... -.. 10/02,?009 15 15 00 
- - ---- ··--- ~ ------------- ---- ... -- ---- - --- ----Gil & supparllng DocumBnLe.bon RflQUe-&lOO Mary Arm Luc-.d;.o 
1 
1 n/02/2009 rn 15 oo 
1(),<021,000 1 5 15 00 ------
10102/2009 15 1~ 00 ----~ GIL 4 Suppon111Q Dooumonlebon Roqu .. ted ----.. -...-
10/02/20091515 00 
101omoo9 15 1s oo 
GIL & SuppMJn9 Elott.1(J1Etntoflon ReQUestttn 
GIL & Supp0r11ng Documt,nloUon Reque.slM 
-- ------ .. -------- --- ---~ - -~ -~ ----!010212009 15 15 00 GIL a Supporbng 00Cllman1ellon Aequustl)(f 
Mary Ann Luako 
M.ary Ann LUCD<O 
Mary Arm LUC;tlco 
10/02/2009 15, 5-00 GA.. & su_wortlng oocumen1a1<011 Rffqunto-d Mary Ann Luczk.o 
l <Y02r.!009 15 15 CO GIL & Suppor!Ing Oocumenlotlon R•qwsled Mary Ann LuCLko · ! ------------ --.............. , _______ - -------~---·.....-....... ____ ---- - ----
10/tlmoQ9 15 15 00 Gil & SU1>J:,orbn~ Dacumonl~on Roque,;1"'1 Mn,y Ann Luc,ko 1 





1~tFf~1N{¥ii\,tlif~~i:(i;!t,f~~W~B~1;~, ~-rl;~1,il\~ r?l\{~·~:~;~~i n:J ~~1 ... ;~l~{ ~?J1f:l:.s,.f1t\~~ ?~\1: ~11~Fi·1 ~.-..·;:,;-,~' ·1{~ .J~'! 
10/011200$! 1! 15 00 Gil. & Suppor110!; Oo,cumen10llon ReQul!l~tad Mary Ann LutzkO 
10J0212009 1& 15 00 
10/0212009 15 1 5 00 
10102r2ooa 1515 co 
10/021200!! 15 15 00 
10,u:moos 1s 1soo 
1 WC12J,009 15 15 00 
Mery Ann luc.::k.o 
--.- - -~---- -
~ &. SuppOrtmg Doi:umenls.Uan RklNOetod MOr)'Mn Luez1co ------- ---- ,..._ ____ - --- --~~., - - ..... ------
GIL & Supporting Docur'!'l~n11HIDl'I RequHLel.1 
·--------- --------- I GIL & SuppDr1111g tlocum1ntaUon Requc~ted 
M•ry Ann Luczl<O 
101-0:21200'il 15 15 00 GIL I. S"ppolling Oooum8ntat,on Roqueo!ed Mory An• lUCZkb 
IDJ02J2009 15•15 DO GIL &.S1,JppOrbng Ooc:umant~IIDn RcqVGalGd Mary Ann Luczko 
lil/0211009 15 15 OD GJL & 5upporlon~ Dooumonlallon l<oque,1..i Mary An;i:;;;,,ko 
MBry Ann Lvczko 10/0212009 15 15 00 
1DI02J2<ll)9 1$1500 
iomtiooo,sis 00 
------------ -- ---- --------------.,---------------GIL & Supl)001~ DOC1Jmontollon Requooto<I t.\ll'f Ann luczko 
GIL & 51Jpl)Qrtlr>g ~taUon Rf>qU0>1od -------: Mary Anti Luezk.O 10/0212009 15 15 00 M0ry An.n Luczko 
HJID2Q009 15 lti 00 - GJL & Supporung ODO.JmsntatJOn Rl!,,QOB.!IM Mary Ann LuakC> -- ' 
10/02r.!l:091s 1500 
10/02/200911150'J - --
10/02)2000 15 ,s 00 
1010?/2()()9 15 ,soo 
rnm12000 15 , s oo 
1010212009 15 15 00 
IOI02JW09 15 lS 00 
- - -- ~ - - --------- -- --
GJL & Supporting Oo,c--prn11n.1at1an R11quo6led liial)' AM L~ko 
GIL & S1.1pporting OorumGontallon R~q1Jesled 
GIL & S1.1pporttna Oocurn&111ar1on Rec:iu~«I 
G/1.... &. Supporttng Oocumon1anon Rcquo:ilod 
Mary Anh luczko 
Mory Arm Lucz'llo 
Msry Arm Lvt.2.k.o 
GIL & Supporting Ooeumef'IIEIIIOO RcqUOILed Mnry Ann Lua-ko, -i 
G/L & Suppo.~!l OocumM1a11on Requi!lsted Mary Ann Luc:zk.o 
-,-01-02J_2_0_09_1s-· 1-5 oo·---------G/L A Supporting oowmari1~1ori Requested Mary Ann Luall.o - -
10102/:.009 15 15 00 
10/0;,40091515 OD 
GIL.& Supportlno Docun1er.t81.1Dn R!!iqUe&ted 
GIL & Supporong Documontolron RequoBleid 
t"'ryAnntur.v,o 
Mory Ann l\lcz:k.o ·---------------------- __l 10/1>21:lODll 15 15 oo Ml!tl)' Ann lucz.k.o I __ , __ ---· 
- GIL & SupporNng Do~vmM'tltllO'n RoquEsled MDfY Ann LIJCZko I 
GIL & Supp!)f'\ino D0c.ums.11t111Jon Raq1;;;d- MaryAnnl.~z-~-- --- ---- · · -----i· 10/0212-009 15 15'00 ----------------
~~2009-_1_5_1~ __ 00 ___ . _ ------- GJl & Supponmg Do.::.umenlolltin Re:quo5ted Mery Ann Luczko ____ ., ...... - .... ______ J_ 
]Q/()2/2009 1615 oo 
10,02/2009 15 15 Cl() 
1D/02J2009 15 15 00 
GIL & Suppar11ng Oocumontohori A,tquo:ncd Milty Ann tuczl<.o 
------- ------,.- --------- -GIL & Sup:por1ing Oa,cum&.nlDhDJ"I Requesll;l{f "Mory Ann Luczko 
Gil&. S:uppomng Docomentalion Ra1:1unsl&c1 Mary Arm Luczko 
-----·--·--------------- - --- ---- -- ---1Q/02120fXI >& 15 00 Gil & Supponll"lg Dr,;1-1:;u/n.Ol'l\altOJ'I Ra1:1u1tti,lad Mary Anh Luczk,c 
. ---· --·- --------
-~o,y Ann LUClk.CI --10/02r.ZCI09 15 1 5 00 -------· 10/0212009 15 1 5 00 
10102/2009 15 1500 
10/02120001515 00 
[0/02120091515 OD 
-~------- ---·---- - - - . 
10/02/2009 1515 00 
10/0;>/2009 15 1S 00 
10/02/20D9 15 15 00 
10/0212009 15 15 00 
1(1102/2009 15 15 00 
10/02/2009 ,~ 15 00 - -
WIW,DD9 15 15 00 
11/11/0910 45 AM 
GIL & SupporUng Dor::1.;ment~on R.equt1!U8<1 
GIL & Sup~gO~;ment.itlon Requosted 
GIL6 SupporllrQ OoCtJmenlalloo Raqu0,1lftd 
Milry Ann Luciko 
Maty Ann Lul:lko ------------ ---- ---- --·--GIL & Supportlt19 Documtmh11,on Requoele,d Mary Mn L~ko 
GIL & S1Jp.P(lrt1rtg" 0DCUmonta1aon R.equested MDfY Ann l~ko 
--------------~-------- ---
G1L &- Supparlmo Documensa1t0n Re,quas1ed 
GIL & SuPl)or11ng DocumQnli:JUOn Reque~led' 
Mery Anll Luc-;ck.o 






----· - ·--, 
---1 
.-----------~--··-··--· GIL & S\Jppor1ing: Oocurmrn1.rtt011 Req1,1e-stoo-
Gfl & Supp.orUr.,gDocum&e'iUltmn Requu,Utd 
M111y Ann Luetko 
----- --- __ i 
I 
-·cijc&~pp-o-11-IO!J-D-~umenlahcn Requeitad Mary Jvm L.uGl_l\<I __ - - -- - - - -( 
----------------·--> GIL & SuppOJ11<1g Oocumemodon Requested Me,y Ann Luezko -----GIL 4. S"PJKYtl•~ OOcum•"1alo,n Reque•lad Msry Ann lue>ko 






Action/Comments History J 
l~il>E<'ifM11~"-•"WfflL•»=. ';;: "/ti!!" ·~,Ml!.1'.ii:j!i~,t:,;;,;1'.<'",";.\d,f\t'.l\'iltll1hfftl'-Ji'i'.•WtJtw~'<>lE.h_!~tl.t',;,.'.!.-Jb~.,J.i1 :,,,,r ,, ,1;:1 .. jfi .~k'i ~W~P'..J~f'l.J":!'\F~Ji~l'.2.lnt.~~~ tr!ll'N'li,nt"'i.!i:U ~\ •.Jru~'V- ~~i(!:'r.W~x,i. ,;o.£~'-i~~~·,.,.,.1-~~\ -li""d-' ""',.;JJ-~J., _ '. 
IOI0~/2009 16 1500 OIL & Suppor1mg Documontal10n R<Hlue!ile<l l 
10/02/20091515 00 GIL & S<,ppor11ng Do<umonlallon Roquestod l,1ory A.sn Luc:\co ___ - _______ L 
10/02/2009 151500 Gil. & Support,ng Dooumontoton Raquoste<i 
_J_ 
10/021200S 15 15 00 GIL & Suppor11no DocumonlatLOn Roqu05ted l,1ory Ann Lucz~o l 
--------·------------- ·--------------
_1_0/02/2 _ 009_1_5_1_5_0_0 __________ 0_,_L_&_Su_Po_ortJngDccumoolutlon ROQOOstcd ~1".'l' __ M_n_L"-""-'"'---------- __ j_ 
10/02/2009 1S 15 00 
---------· 
tOID:2/2009 1! 15 DO 
GIL & Supporlln9 Ooeumon1Dllon Roqu~L!<l l.1Dry Mn LUcz'<O _.J 
I 
10/02/2009 15 15 DO · GJl & Support.Ing Doc:urnentahon Ro quested 1..tmy A.,r1 LuWo ---- -f 
.. --··- ------·--------
101021200~ 15 ts oo 
10,()2/2009 151S 00 
Gil & supporting. D00Jmenra1.1on ReciUH1ed 
GJL & Supporth1g Documlitnlaho:n RPquoslsd ·-- ----'·· 1,,,tp1y Ann L\Jtzl(o i ------,-.. 
10/0212000 15 15 CO GIL a SUpponlng Dcwmenl<lL•O<'I Roq"'1slo<l Mery Ann Luci,\o , 
10/0~12009- 1S 15 00 GJL & Supporting Dco.1,r1111it.:allon Re.quelled Mary A.'ln ·L ucz1r.o----- -----1 
-1ru02,20D9---;-515 oo· - - - --ruLA-~.;;ng Docu~;rll&tlDn F«r~~led -MM7'A-;;;; L:;n:;-- - -- I ___________________ )_ 
10/02/200, 15 15 00 ------ ...... __ _ 
10/02/21109 15 15 0() 
OBl2!112D09 14 09 00 
GIL & SUpporung D0cumen1a11Qc ROQu .. Lod 
1311.11. Supponlnu D-11181\Qn ROQu .. tod 
Loan ma waH dedaloned by u,w on 5/6J09 
--f-
MaryA.nn:1,.1c:J(a --------- --~ 
Jl)dl Eari.twcod 
0&'2Al2009 14 07 00 
-- --- - . _ j 
COnMpm'ldQnf. Loon has ~fi!fl. undorw111len by JOO! Eev.twood 
------- _______ ___ Cotre::1p Ch1!8aUNI_ _ ___ -~--- _ 
------~ 
08/2812009 ,. 07 00 Coua:s.Ccw11,sp Chase, U/W DID NOT concur Jodi Eelitwood 
------ -- ·-------- Wllh lh~ ln\/~S-lat ........,._ __ --------- ,....,_.,.. --- ........ ---- _ 
Bli7 Numbefi ror company not ~rk.lng. Sent ~11,00!le Moore 
ema!I to find out Jr thoy ere, oob or oqU1r~d j , Oll/1moo9 1ss., s, 
-- /!J.1 Lett m&SSBQB nt r.umbBr below lar a, c.all Roi.fln!le Mooro JL 
bE1ek Also onlonn,o oopy of Master pol!cy from 
0{~1/2009 13 1B 11 
G•nwonh. ________ ------· ___ -.---- __ _ 
0712312009 D9 37 09 l/2:l, YrlMt to cell Debra Mae. al BtB,f!.:27-126.0 Ro15h!t1Jti Mooro 
tau! no one, could fir.a .er, e:i:t for t"ier Cal!6d 
Koth~ Kolbau~h ot Me-439-SODO but II d1d<l'l 




07/07/2008 09 37 52 1n Sollar re?1pon.!.o le nol1Jicat1on.1:s ciua 
08/07109 
-------r 
07107/2009 OB 37 OH Roshelle Moore 
·--- 07107/09 Snll!!.r rn&pOrsa to nal16t:al1on ,s dOO l"emince W,ls;or, J 
__ --------·-- • .~o,,,ero,,,1c.c10Ss,c. ___ _ 
07107/2009 OB 37 5S 
07/071:1009 08 33 03 07/07109 Fe</ Ex 7o:17089771'9S ierrence Wilsen I 
I 
07/07/2009 08 32 21 PHH Mo~9age T-OffD"l'.:D Wtloon -- - - - - -- - - . 
---- -- ------------- - -..------
07}0712009 06 3043 CN'r!ACQ LOr4&-r Peclti:19& Sen1 To SeUer/Copied T"rr9nea W1hmn 
., .......... ~~ ........ -~-------- Acc1 Exec---~- ...... ~----.--------- _____ -~---
07J07/20Cl9 oa JO IJ4 07/[]7/09 FHo o~"&lgnod le Ro~helllt Moore, TorronC1J w_ds:on ------ -- _______ ·1. 
--------- --·-· ______ Ropur<::/la!a, lnloko 07·06-09 
07/0712009 oa 28 56 Loiln. Fils~ Proco~s Tommte Wrl&ln 
07105/ltJO'l 11 30 D5 - Route lo TPO In Bu4\n.oi;.g Si,llo-r GrouJ:1 
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You may b€> able h). m~yQµrpayments more irlf6rdt1bie. 
CHASEO 
Act now to get the help you need! 
Dear Borrower. 
There is help available if you are having difficulty making your mortgage loan payments. You may be eligible for the 
new Home Affordable Modification Program, part of the initiative announced by President Obama to help homeowners. 
As your mortgage loan servicer, we will work with you in an effort to make your mortgage payment affordable. 
You will not pay any fees to take advantage of this opportunity to modify your mortgage loan payment and 
keep your home. Now is the time to acl We are ready to help you. 
Here's how it works: We will first determine if you are eligible based on your situation. lf you are eligible. we win look 
at your monthly income and housing costs, including any past due payments, and then determine an affordable 
mortgage payment. 
At first, you will make new. affordable monthly payments on your mortgage loan during a trial period. If you make those 
payments successfully and fulfill all trlal period conditions, we will permanently modify your mortgage loan. 
The modification may involve some or all of the following changes to your mortgage loan: 1) Bringing your account 
current; 2) Reducing the interest rate on your loan; 3) Extending the term of the loan, and/or4) delaying your 
repayment of a portion of the mor(gage principal until the end of the loan term. 
GATHER THE INFO WE NEED TO HELP YOU 
To take advantage of this opportunity and the Home Affordable Modification Program, contact us as soon as possible. 
To help speed the process it will be helpful if you have the following information when you call: 
Loan number 
Monthly pre-tax income of each borrower 
Information about any financial hardship you are suffering 
If you do not qualify for a loan modification under this program, or do not want to stay in your home, we will work wtth 
you to explore other options available to help you keep your home or ease your transition to a new home. 
CONTACT US 
We want to make modifying your mortgage loan as easy as possible. However, you must take the first step by 
contacting us at 1-800-435-3412. You may also write to us at the address at the bottom of this letter. Be sure to 
include the information listed above. 
Sincerely, 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
31 Inwood RD 





Historical Notes: Historical: Conversion AutoProc, NewTrak Administrative Umbrella: 1/28/2010 5:01:00 
PM 
DRI NOTEPAD: Leslie CoMn AD Januaiy 28, 2010 Ringert Clark Chartered (P) 208-342-4591 (F) Re: Transfer of Account 
Chase~ )920 Donna Nickerson 3165 Neff Rd Orofino, ID 83544 To Whom It May Concern: As of 02/05/10, Olase 
Will transfer the above account to a fleW servicer. Please pl~ y0ur file on hold at tnat time and immediately forwc1rd all 
unpaid bills to Olase. If further a,rection is needed on a file that can not be placed on hold, contact the new servicer for 
instructions on how to proceed. The new servicer will be: Mottgage Service Center-PHH-Mortgage 4001 Leadenhall RD. 
Olrlstlne ·M.lilstop: SV17, Mt laurel, NJ 08054 856-917-8147 Christme.Marshall@mortgage.ramily.com For bankmptcy 
accounts, please make sure the new servicer's information is fifed ~th the bankruptey CCllrt. All invoices submitted with 
service dates on or after 02/05/10 should be forwarded directly to the new servicer for payment. If Mortgage Service 
Center-PHH Mortgage does not retain your services within 30 days of the transfer date above, you are hereby notified to 
close your tile. Chase's goal is to prOVide the highest level of quality service. Therefore, if you have any {luestions, ptec1se 
feel free to contact me. You can reach me Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p,m., Eastern. My contact 




DATE Deee,mber 14, 2011 
/\/,ORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET • 39 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER; ,4567 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTMTV FOR PERIOD 0110112002 - 12131/20D2 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
••Huhu••..,u••u••HHl't•*ll'ri~Jrt,01,UHoH.U..,.,.ln·i.u,1ru1r*••*~-*U~ri•il11u,0t•""'•h,.•••••••d"••H••••uu•••••uo>1uou•••,u,.-. ..... ,.u,r,,,..o•b•H••H•~• .. •••uu• .. u•H.•"•"*"""..,,*•••,u,u-uo .. •U•••••••u-"•-'H+,..u••••••*•u....,, ... ,. •• .,..,. • .,. •• u,...,.••..,,UU••u•••••,...,.••• 
lransactlo n Fees Fees Susprmse Prlnclpal lnteres1 Escrow Advance Total Prlnclpal Escrow Advance Suspense 
-~~-9En Number Transaction Date Code Due Dale A~sessed Paid Amount Amount AmolJnt Amount Arnour,t Amount Balance Balance Ba:l.ance Balance 
4567 111/2002 O,OC 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/7/2002 142 0.00 0.00 0.00- 0.00 a.co 0.00- 285,000.0C 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 1012212002 143 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,373.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 265,000.QD 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/2312002 170 121112002 0.00 C.00 0.00 0,00 D.00 O.OD 0.00 0,00 285,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
4567 11/2512002 171 12/1/2002 0.00 0.00 D.00 268.66 1.491,GO 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 264,731.14 303.07 0.00 D.00 
4567 1211112002 3\0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -167.63 0.00 0.00 28L,731.14 115.44 0.00 0.00 
4567 1211812002 312 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -14.70 0.00 0.00 284,731.14 100.74 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/26/2002 171 111/2DC3 0.00 0.00 0.00 270.27 1.490.09 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 284,460.87 403.61 o.co D.00 




DATE Decemb&r 14, 2D11 THE ~10RTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 0805< 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY S'fATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83644 
LOAN NUMBER: 4567 
l,QIIVrTY EOR PERIOD 01/01/.<0Q;; - 12131/20Q~ 
•<1.•tt•..,.,,.,...., ........... ,.H•o••••io••u..+tu•H•"'• ... H,••*"'*"*u,•••,.,.•.,.,.,.u_•••*_.*....,u .. •"*••••""*• ... *H*H•••"'• ... h•n•H•u••••11-u•••u,1,•1.Uhu,.,,. • ..,, .. ,1,H,1o•u*••U"*,.'**""""'*u,-u,r,•ouH,..., • ., .. ,..o•o•H••o•oH!•tt,.•uit,r••....,,.,,u•u~••••*'IHr•~•*•U••""""*"'-•* ... **"'*~~u·.ud .... 
Transaction Feas Foos Susporu,o Pr1nG1pal ln1erest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advance Suspenae 
Loan Numb~r Transaction Date Code Due Date A&IS8S68.d Paid Amount. Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balenc:e- Balance ealance Balance 
4567 111/2003 281,460.87 403.B~ 0.00 0.00 
<567 1/15/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 284,460.87 216.18 0.00 0.00 
4567 1/2812003 171 2/1/20C3 0.00 0.00 0.00 271.68 1.488.68 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 284,189.19 619.26 o.oc o.oc 
4567 211212003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·1E7.63 0.00 0.00 264,189.19 331.62 0.00 0.00 
4567 2125/2003 171 3/112003 0.00 0.00 0.00 :273.10 1,487.26 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 203,916.09 634.69 0.00 ll.00 
4567 3/1312003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.B3 0.00 0.00 283,916.09 447.08 o.oo 0.00 
4567 3124/2003 171 4/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 274.63 1,485.83 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,641.56 750.13 0.00 0.00 
•4567 411412003 31C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oc -167.63 0.00 0.00 283,641.56 562.50 0.00 0.00 
4567 4/2812003 171 5/',/2003 0.00 0.00 0.0C 276.97 1,484.39 3C3.07 0.00 2,083.43 283)365.59 865.57 0.00 0.00 
;4557 51·14/2003 310 41>/2003 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 o.oo -187.63 0.00 0.00 283,365.59 677.94 0.00 o.oc 
;1557 5122/2003 312 6/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -391.70 0.00 o.oo 283,385.59 286.24 0.00 0.0D 
i4567 5/2712003 171 6/1/2003 o.oo 0.00 0.00 277.41 1,4-02.95 303.07 o.oo 2,063.43 283,088.18 5B9.31 o.oo O.OD 
;4557 6/11/2003 310 5/112003 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 C.00 0.00 283,088.18 401.68 0.00 0.00 
i4567 611612003 312 6/':i2003 0.00 D.OJ 0.00 0.00 o.co -14.70 o.oo 0.00 2831068.18 386.98 0.00 0.00 
i4567 6/23/2003 171 7/1120(13 0.00 0.00 O.OG 278.87 1.481.49 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 282,S09.3'1 690.05 0.00 0.00 
i4667 719/2003 310 61112003 0.00 0.0D D.OD 0.00 0.00 -187.63 o.oo 0.00 282,809.31 502.42 0.00 0.00 
4567 712812003 171 8/1/2003 0.00 O.OD D.OD 280.32 1,4-00.04 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 282,528.99 805.49 o.oo j OD 
4567 8119/2003 310 7/,/2003 o.oo O.OJ G.00 0.00 o.oo -187.63 0.00 0.00 282,528.99 617.06 O.OJ 0.00 
4567 91212003 171 9/'>12003 0.00 0.00 0.00 281.79 1,478.57 303.C7 o.oo 2,063.43 282,247.20 920.93 0.00 c.oc 
4667 9119/2003 3·10 8/',/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 G.00 0.00 282,247.20 733.30 o.oo O,GO 
4667 9/2312003 171 1D111.l003 0.00 0.00 c.cc 283,27 1.477.09 303.07 o.oc 2,063.43 28l,963.93 1,036.37 0.00 C.00 
4667 10l17l2D03 310 911/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 O.OC 0.00 ·187.63 0.0C o.oo 281,963.93 848.74 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/22/2003 307 0.00 0,00 0.00 o.oc 0.00 -490.03 o.oo 0.00 291,963.93 356.7'1 0.00 o.co 
4567 10/27/2003 171 11/1/2003 0.00 0.00 o.oo 284.75 1,475.61 303.07 0.00 2,083.43 281,679.18 661.78 0.00 O.OJ 
4567 1111 8/2003 310 1011/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 o.oo 281,678.18 474.15 0.00 o.oc 
4567 11/2512003 171 1211/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 298.24 1,474.12 255.36 0.00 2,015.72 281.392.94 729.51 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/212003 312 12111.l003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,0SS.09 0.00 0.00 281,392.94 -335.68 0.00 o.oo 
4567 12/1112003 312 12/112003 0.00 O.DC 0.00 0.00 0.00 -159.19 0.00 0.00 291,392.94 -494.77 0.00 0,00 
4667 12/18/2003 310 11/1/2003 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 o.oo 0.00 281,352.94 -882.40 0.00 0.00 
4567 12/3C/2003 171 11112004 0.00 0.00 o.oo 287.74 1,472.62 255.36 0.00 2,015.72 281.105.20 -427.04 o.oc G.00 
4567 12/3112003 261,105.20 -427.04 0.00 0.00 
1.1, I '!'' I I t,,''1\ I" 'I I .'G.','i..':/#l####f'I mfi#ii\.J ' ; ·, I ,I.Ii##, ) ' ,, I I;{###(##' \'I', /II,!####, 




DATE Decerr,ber 14, 2011 THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT 'ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 81,644 
LOAN NUMBER: 4667 
6QIIVITY EQB EERJOQ 01/!lli2QQ1 • 1,l,111200,! 
,._.,.. ......... u,. .. , ..... ,~,., ... ,.,.,.,. ... .,, •• _. .. ,. 0 u._,.,..__. .. ,. .. ,.._ • ._._ •• ,.,. .. ,.u,,.~o•~t••,•*•1'.,.UU•lr••••H** .... U0••11•0H·••o••HrH•"*"*U.,aH-•u•a••••o••-•••••u•••tn,*"**n*••~~·•~htr•••••••••,1,U1,H"""'"*'"ot*U"H"'0*"•'"'~'*""*"'""**'""*"*'".._,., • ...,..,. ••• 1 ... uot.-,t,n•••H,<a• 
Transec11on Fee5 Feeg suspense. Prtnclpol Interest Escrow Advance Total Prlm:1pal Escrow Advanc;e SuspenEia 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Pold Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balanc:e Balance, Batance Balanco. 
4567 1/1/2004 281,105.20 ·427.04 0.00 0.00 
4567 1/2012004 310 12/1/2003 0.00 0.00 O.OD O.DO Q.OG -187.63 o.oo 0.00 281,106,20 R6"i4.67 0.00 0.00 
4567 112\l/2004 171 21112004 0.00 0.00 0.00 289.24 1,471.12 255.38 0.00 2,015.72 280,815.96 -359.31 0.00 0.03 
4567 2/2412004 171 31112004 O.GO o.oo 0.00 290.76 1,469.6C 605.27 C.00 2,265.63 260,525,20 145.96 0.00 O.GO 
4567 2126/2004 310 11112004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·167,63 C.00 0.00 280,625,20 -41.67 0.00 0.00 
4567 3/30/2004 171 41112004 0.00 0.00 0.00 292.28 1,468.08 505.27 0.00 2,266.63 280.232.92 463.60 C.00 0.00 
4567 4/18/2004 310 21112004 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·167.83 0.00 0,00 280,232.92 276,97 a.co 0.00 
4567 4/3012004 171 5/112004 o.oo o·.oo o.oo 293.61 1,466.55 506.27 0,00 2,265,63 279,939.11 781.2< O.OQ o.oo 
4567 ·5/7/2004 310 3/112004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0,00 0.00 279,939.11 593.61 0.00 0.00 
4567 5/2'./2004 171 Si1/2004 o.oo C.00 0.00 285.35 1,4€;5.01 505.27 0.00 2,26M3 279,643.76 1,098.68 0.00 0.00 
4567 5125/2004 310 41,/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -167.63 0.00 0.00 279,643,76 911,25 o.ou 0.00 
4567 5125/2004 312 6/112004 o.oo D.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -1,065.09 0.00 o.oo 279,643.76 -153,64 0.00 0.00 
4567 6/7/2004 312 6/1/2004 o.oo o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 -169:,9 0.00 0,00 · 279,643. rs -313.03 0.00 0.00 
4567 6/2312004 171 711/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 296.69 1.463.47 50!5.27 0.00 2,265.63 279.346,67 192.24 0.00 0.00 
4667 612412004 310 5/112004 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 278,346.67 4.61 0.00 0.00 
4557 7/23/2004 310 6/112004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 27ll,346.67 -163,02 0.00 o.uo 
4567 712912004 171 811/2004 o.oo 0.00 0.00 298.44 1,461.92 506.27 o.oo 2,266.63 279,048.43 322.25 0.00 0.00 
4567 812312004 310 7/1/2004 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo -1B7.63 o.oo 0.00 279,046.43 134.62 0.00 0,00 
4587 6130/2004 17'. 9/112004 o.oo 0.00 0.00 300.01 1,460.35 505.27 U.00 2,265.63 27B,748.42 639.89 0.00 0.00 
,4567 9/23/2004 310 8/112004 o.oo o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 278,748.42 462.26 0.00 0 00 
,4567 9/29/2004 171 101112004 0,00 o.oo 0.00 301.Sll 1,458.78 506.27 0.00 2,265.63 276,446.84 957.63 0.00 0.00 
.4567 10/29/2004 171 11/112004 0.00 0.00 o.co 303. 15 1,467.21 505.27 0.00 2,265.63 278,143.69 1.4B2.BO O.OG 0.00 
,4587 1114/2004 310 911/2004 o.oo o.oo 0.00 O,CO 0.00 -167.63 0.00 0.00 278,143.69 1,276.17 o.oo 0.00 
4567 11/23,'2004 171 12/112004 0.00 o.oo 0,00 304.74 1,455.62 605.27 0.00 2,265.63 277',639.95 1,780,44 C.00 o.oo 
;4597 11/29/2004 312 121112004 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 ·1,261.92 D,00 0.00 277,636.95 528.52 0,00 0.00 
;4557 1217/2004 310 10(112004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -S67,63 0.00 o.oo 277,838.96 340.89 0.00 0,00 
;4557 1219/2004 312 1211/2004 o.oo C.GO 0,00 0.00 0.00 ·'50.06 0.,00 C.00 277,836.95 180.83 0.00 0.00 
;4557 12/22/2004 31C '.'11/2004 0.00 0 Ot o.oo 0.00 0.00 ·"67.63 C.00 o.oc 277,838.85 -B.BC o.oo 0.00 
;4557 12/31/2004 277,83B.85 ·6.8D 0,00 o.oc 




DATE December 14. 2011 THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALc ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT :ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID. 83544 
L0,6,1\J NUMBER· ,4S67 
8(:;T!VITY FOR PERIQQ 0Ji01/2QQ5 - w;i11goo~ 
............. ..,_..,, ...... ro .... ,.,., ............. lr'U""" ................... ,.,. .... u,;.,.-,ro-,- ............................... ..., ........................ _ ................. - .... -,......_-......... ,,, ...... .,,,.........,...,~M...-.......,.... .. ,., .......... ,., ............................ "' ........ _. __ ... ,, .. ~ ...... u ........................................ _ ....................... ,,....,..H~UhU:h~!'"'~ ....................... ., ....... H .... 
Tran.seetlon Fee:s F•es Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Atlvance Total Princ[pa! Escrow Advance Susp,ense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code? Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Atnount Amount Amcunt Amount Amount Balarice Balance Balance Balance 
4567 1/112005 277.636.95 -6.80 0.00 0.00 
4567 1/412005 171 1/i/2005 D.00 0.00 0.00 306.34 '1,454.02 505.27 0.00 2,265.63 277,532,61 486.47 0.00 0.00 4567 111812005 351 11111200' 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -1,E!15 00 0.00 0.00 277,532.61 -~,316.53 0.00 0.00 
4567 1120/2005 310 1211/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187 63 0.00 0.00 277,532.61 -1.504.16 0.00 0,GO 
4567 112612005 171 211/2006 0,0D 0.00 0.00 307.94 1,452.42 505.27 o.oo 2,265.6:a 277,224.67 -998.89 0.00 0.00 l567 21712005 163 3!1/200S 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 1,815.00 0.00 0.00 277.224.67 816.11 0.00 0.00 4567 2/16/20D5 310 111/2005 0,00 C.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1B7.63 0.00 0.00 277.224,67 628.<8 0.00 o.oo 
'567 2124/2005 17'1 3/1/;IOOS O.OJ 0.00 0.00 309.55 1,450.61 BD0.28 0.00 .2,360,64 276,915.12 1,228.76 0.00 C.0D 
4567 3/1712005 310 21112005 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oc 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 276,915.12 1,041.13 0.00 a.on 
4567 3/2812005 171 <1112005 D.00 0.00 0.00 311.17 1,449.19 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 276,603.95 1,641.41 0.00 0.00 
4567 4/20/2005 310 ~/112005 0,00 0.00 0,00 O.DD 0.00 -187.63 o.oo 0.00 276,603.95 1,453.78 0.00 0,00 
4567 4/29/2005 171 51112005 0,00 c.oo 0.00 312.00 ·,,447.56 600.28 0.00 2,360,64 276,291.15 2,054.06 0.00 0.00 
4567 5/18/2005 310 41112005 0.00 c.cc 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·167.63 0.00 0.00 276,291.15 1,866.43 0.00 0.00 
4587 5/2412005 312 6/112005 0.00 C.OC 0.00 0.00 0,00 •1,251,92 0.00 0.00 276,291, 15 614,51 o.oo 0.00 
•1567 5/31/2005 171 611/2005 0,00 C.00 0.00 314.44 1,445.92 SOC.26 0.00 2.360,64 275,876.71 1,214.79 0.00 a.co 
4567 6/2112005 310 5/112005 0,00 0.00 0.00 o.oc 0.00 -187.63 000 0.00 275,976.71 1,027.16 0.00 0.00 
4567 Si30/2005 17"1 711/2005 0.00 c.oc 0.00 316.08 1,444.28 600.26 O.OD 2,360.64 276,660,6~ 1.627.44 0.00 0.00 
4567 712812005 171 811/2005 o.oo 0,00 o.oc 317.74 1,442€2 600.20 0.00 2,360.64 275,342.8, 2.~7.72 0.00 a.co 
4567 811/2005 310 6/112005 0.00 C.00 0.00 0.00 D.00 -187.63 D.00 0.00 2751342.BS 2.040.09 0.00 0.00 
4567 fi/17/2005 310 711/2005 c.oc O.DD 0.00 C.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 275,34285 1.852.46 0.00 0.00 
4567 8/2912CC5 171 9/1/2005 o.oc 0.00 0.00 319.40 1,440.96 8D0.2B 0.00 2,360.64 275,023.4E 2.452.74 0.00 0.00 
4587 9/21/2006 310 811/2005 CDC 0.00 0.00 C.00 o.oo -187,63 o.oc 0.00 275,023.49 2.265.11 0.00 0.00 
4567 912712005 17' 1011/2005 0.00 0.0C D.00 321.07 1,439.29 600.28 D.00 2,360.64 274,702.42 2,865.39 . 0.00 0,00 
4567 10/'!8/2005 307 0.00 0.00 D.00 C.00 0.00 -1,42S.B2 D.00 0.00 274,702.42 1,439.57 0.00 0.00 
4567 10/19/2005 31C 911/2005 O.DD 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 274,702.42 1,251.84 0,00 D.GO 
4567 10126/2005 171 11/1/2005 0.00 0.00 o.oc 322.75 1,437,6~ 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 274,37E.67 1.652.22 0.00 O.GO 
4567 11/W2005 171 12/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 324.44 1,435.62 39S.2B O.OC 2,166.84 274.0SS.23 2.248.50 o.ao o.co 
4567 11/29/2005 31'.2 1211/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,293.32 D.OC 0.00 274,0bS.23 955,18 o.oc a.co 
4567 ', 215/2005 310 1C/~/2005 0.00 a.co 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 o.oc 274,065.2" 767.55 0.00 0.00 
.4557 l'.2/2112005 310 1111/2005 D.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 274,055.23 579.82 0,00 0.00 
'4567 12130/2005 171 111/2006 O.OG 0.00 0,00 326.111 1.434.22 396.28 C.OD 2.156.64 273,725.09 976.20 0.00 a.co 
14567 12/31/2005 21s.12e.oe 976.20 0.00 o.oo 




DATE Dec~mber 14, 2:> 11 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
S-:REET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 4567 
ACTIVITY FDR PERIOl:i.0110112oos-12/31/20J6 
Transactiw1 Fees Fees suspense Prlnclpal Interest ~crow 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount 
4S67 111/2005 
4567 1119/2006 310 1211/2005 D.OD 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -107.63 
4567 1/30/2006 172 21112006 0.00 0.00 0.00 327.84 1,432.62 395.SB 
4567 2/2212006 31C 111/2006 o.oo 0.00 0.00 c.oo C.00 --187.63 
4567 2123/2006 171 3/112006 0.00 o.oc 0.00 329.56 1,430.80 396.28 
4567 3/16/2006 310 211/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -167.63 
4567 3/28/2006 171 411/2006 C.DD 0.00 0.00 331,28 ~,429,oe 396.20 
4567 4/16/2006 310 311/2006 0,00 0.00 0,00 0,00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 4/25/2006 171 511/2006 0.00 O.OD 0.00 333.02 1,427.34 396.28 
4667 5/23/2006 310 411r.?006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187,63 
4567 5/23/2006 312 6/1/2008 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -1,293.32 
4567 5126/2006 171 611/2006 C,OC 0.00 0.03 334.76 1,425.60 396.28 
4567 6/21/2006 310 5{112006 o.oc 0,00 0.00 CLOC 0.00 -187,63 
4567 612712006 171 7/112005 0.00 O.GO 0.00 336.51 1,423.85 39£.28 
45€7 7118/2006 310 6/1/2006 0.00 0.00 o.oc 0,00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 7125/2006 1i1 811/2006 0,00 o.oo c.cc 336.27 1,422.09 396:2E 
4557 8117/2006 310 711/2006 0.00 0.00 C.OC a.co 0.00 -187.63 
4567 81,212006 171 91112006 0.00 0.00 C.00 340,04 1,420.32 356.26 
4567 9120/200S 307 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -79,16 
4567 9121/2005 310 8/1/2006 0.00 0.00 C.00 0.00 0.00 ,187.63 
4567 9128/2006 171 101112006 0.00 0.00 0.00 341.82 1,418.5'- 396.28 
4667 1 C/20/2006 310 91112006 0.00 c.oc 0.00 0.00 0.00 -'iB7,63 
4567 10/3012006 172 11/1r.?006 0.00 0.00 0.00 343.61 1,416.75 403.18 
4567 10/30/2006 17, 1211/2006 0.00 C.00 D.00 1.46 0.00 0.00 
4567 11/15/2:006 210 101112006 0,00 0,00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -187.63 
4567 11127/2006 172 1211/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 345.42 1.414.94 403.18 
4567 11/28/2006 312 12/112006 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oc 0,00 -1.384.61 
4567 12/19r.?006 310 11/1i2006 O.OC 0.00 0.00 0.00 O.CO -187.63 
4567 12/29/20C6 171 111/1007 C-.00 0.00 (1.00 S47.2:3 1.413.13 403.16 
4567 121$1/2006 
'. '. !l J#/###r####/; I 'j I tt If" .. : ''I##'.:· " . ; :, ·.: .. ,'/' .''1..#1 I .. :rt: 
REDACTED 
Advance Tote[ Principal 
Amount Amount 6a[attce 
2731729.09 
0.00 C·,00 273,729.09 
0.00 :2, 166.04 273,401.25 
0.00 C.00 273,401.2, 
0.00 2,1SG.6t. 2731071.69 
0.00 D.00 273,071.69 
0.00 2.,156.54 272,740.41 
0.00 0.00 272,740.41 
O.OG 2,',56.64 272,407.39 
0.00 0.00 272,~07.~9 
0.00 a.co 272.407,38 
a.cc 2,166.64 272,072.63 
o.oo 0.00 272,072,63 
0.00 2,156.64 27,1,736. 12 
0.00 D.00 271,736.12 
0.00 2,156.64 271,397.85 
0.00 o.oc 271,397.85 
0,00 2,156.64 271,057.81 
0.00 0.00 271,057,81 
0.00 0.00 27'.,057 .81 
0.00 2.156.6< 270,715,99 
0.00 0.00 270,716.89 
C.00 2,163.54 270,372.38 
c.oc 1.46 270,370.9'2 
o.oc 0.00 270,570.92 
0.00 2,163.54 270,025.50 
0 DC 0.00 270,025.60 
C.OC 0.00 210,025.50 
0.00 2,163,54 289,678.27 
269,676.'2? 
t.(' ' "''!'I'll I .. 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE GENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 06054 
Escrow Advance Suspense 
Balance Balance Balance 
976.20 0.00 0 00 
78B.57 0.00 0 00 
1,184,25 0.00 0.00 
996.62 0.00 0 00 
1,392,SO 0.00 0.00 
1,205.27 0.00 0.00 
1,801.55 0.00 G.00 
1,413.92 0.00 0,00 
1,810.20 0.00 D.00 
1,622.57 0.00 :>.co 
329.25 0.00 0.00 
725.53 C,00 0.00 
537.90 0.00 0.00 
934. 18 0.00 0 OD 
745.55 0.00 0.00 
1,142.83 0.00 0.00 
955.20 0,00 0.00 
1,351.48 0.00 o.cc 
1,272.32 0.00 o.oo 
1,084,69 0.00 0.00 
1,480.97 0.00 o.oc 
1,293,34 0.00 a.cc 
1;696.52 0.00 0.00 
1,696.52 O.DD C 00 
1,508.89 C.00 0 OD 
1,912.07 0.00 0 00 
527.46 0.00 0.00 
339.83 0.00 0.00 
7~3_0·1 0,00 D.00 
743.01 0.00 0.00 
: ' ; ,DY:;, I" .'##//####/' 
JPMC0087 
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DATE December 14, 2011 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT Ll\UREL, ~J 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
M+tTNAME DONNA NICKERSON 
S REET 139 NEFF ROAD 
ciTY STATE ZIP OROFINO. ID, e354L 
LyAN NUMBER: 4567 
~.CTIVITY FOR PERI00:01/0112DDZ · 12/3j[20DZ "'"f'"" .. "*"" .. ,......,,..,~,. • .,...,.,.,... .. ,. ... ., .. -•_..., • ....,., .. ..,.,. .. ..,,,.h.....,..,. .... ,.,,..._,.__.._ .. ~ .... ,. ... ,.,.~ ..... ..,,.,...,..,.,,...,.,..,..,. • .,.,.., ..... ,..,.,. ... ., ......... .,, •• ,._ • ...,. ..... ..,..,._..,.,.,.,,....,o•ri***--•....---..~'"'ro"'......-..*""""'"""""'"..., .. ,h .. ••~..._l,.~h*o-1o".>u...- .. ,.,. .. ,..~ • ....,uH· ... ....,.. ........ ,.,.....,..,.....~••••..,.•-•o•••• .. .-. 
/Loan Number 
Transactlon Fees Fees Suspense Pr-Jncipal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advance Suspense iranaactlon Date CoOc Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balarn:e Balance Balance !567 111/2007 
269,676,27 743.01 0,00 O,OC !567 1/18/2007 310 '12/112006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 G.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 269,676.27 555,38 0.00 O.OC +567 1/31/21J07 17 ~ 2li/2007 0,00 0.00 o:oo 349.04 1.411.32 403.18 D.00 2,163.54 269,329.23 958,56 0.00 o.oc '567 2116/2007 310 1/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.83 0.00 o.oo 26,,329.23 770.93 0.00 0,00 ,567 2/27/20C7 171 31112007 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·:35D,B7 1,408.49 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 268,976.36 1,174.11 o.oo 0,00 !567 3/15/2007 310 211/2007 o.oo 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 -167.63 0.00 0.00 268,978.36 96G.48 0.00 o.oc ~567 41212007 171 4/112007 0.00 0.00 0.00 352.71 1,407.65 40318 0,00 2,163.54 268,625.GS 1,389.66 0.00 0.00 i567 4/1812007 310 3/112007 0.00 0,00 0,00 a.co D.00 -"187.63 0.00 D.00 268,625.65 1,202.03 0.00 0.00 ~5G7 4/26/2007 171 5/112007 0 DO o.oo 0.00 354.55 1,405.81 403.18 0.00 2.~.6::1.54 268,271.10 1,605.21 D.00 o.oc 4567 5/17/2007 310 4/112007 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0,00 0.00 ·167.63 0,00 0.00 268,271.10 1,417.58 0.00 c.oc 4567 5/2312007 312 61112007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -1,384,E~ 0.00 0,00 266,271.10 32.97 0.00 o.oc 1567 5/25/2007 171 6/112007 0.00 0,00 o.co 356.41 1,403.05 4G3.18 0.00 2.,163.54 267,914,69 436.15 0,00 o.oc ~567 e12012001 310 5/1/2007 0.00 D.DC 0.00 o.ao 0.00 -1B7.63 0.00 0.00 267,914.69 248.52 0.00 o.oc ~567 6/2512007 173 71112007 0.00 o.oc 0.00 350.27 1,402.09 403.18 0.00 2,163,5L 267,556.42 651.70 0.00 O cc 1567 6/25/2007 175 8/1/2007 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.10 0.00 c.oo o.oc 0.10 2E7,556.32 65170 a.co O.CG 4567 7!Hl/20C7 310 6/1/2007 0.CO C.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 267,556.32 464,07 0:CO 0 cc 4567 7/2412007 171 8/112007 0.00 C.00 0.00 360,15 1.400.21 403,18 CDC 2,163.54 267,19617 867.25 D.CO 0 oc 4567 B/15/2007 310 71112007 0,00 0.DC 0.00 0.00 C.00 ,187,63 0.00 0.00 267,196.17 679.62 o.co U.OC 4-567 8/28/2007 17, 91112007 0.00 0.00 o.oo 362.03 1,396,33 403,16 0.00 2,153.54 266,634.14 1,062.80 0.00 0 DC 4567 9/20/2007 310 8/1/2007 a.cc c.oc a.co 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 205,834.14 695.17 o.co 0 00 4567 9/28/2007 171 10/1/2007 D.CO 0.00 a.co 363.93 1,395A3 403.1B 0.00 2,' 53,54 266,470.21 1,298.35 0.00 o.oc 4567 I 0116/2007 310 9/1/2007 0.00 0.00 a.co o.oc 0.00 -1ff7.63 C.oo 0.00 266,470.21 1, 110:72 0.00 0 DO 4567 1D1n12001 310 ,0/1/2007 0.00 0.00 o.oo C,00 C.00 -167.63 a.co 0,00 266,470.21 923.09 0.00 C.80 t.567 10/2t./2007 310 11!112007 a.co 0.00 0,00 0,00 0.00 k187.63 0.00 0.00 28€,470:21 735.46 0.00 0 00 4567 111112007 156 o.co 0.CO 0.00- 0.00 0.00 0. 00 ##ffl#l#ill#I 0.00 735.46 0.CO 0.00 .1567 12/31/2007 




DATE December 14, 2011 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 130 NEFF ROAD 
d1TY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, B3544 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2010 - 12/31/2010 
THE MORTGAGE SERv1CE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
WiT LAURE~. flJ,j OBCS-1 
T...,._"""'""'".,.""·-·,.... • ...,..~,_,. ...... .,,,.,..,..,.,. .... .,, • .,. ... ,.-..-.,,.,,.,,., ..... ,.~H..., • ....,,..-.,.... ....... .,. •• .,. .• ., ...... ;.,....~-•""'*'""•,... ..... -••r.-,•h.,.h,l,'-••"•"••,.•,.••h••...,-.._....,.,..,..,...,.,.,.,.. .. ,., .. ,.,.-•-.••••o•...,,...,_,..,,., .. u~~,.,.,....,.,..,.,._,.....,,...,._,. .... ._,....., ... a.h...-,.,.,.,h,• .. .-.•..-.•~ .. u+ .. ,,..,. 
Transaction -Fees Fees Suspell6e Prtnclpa.1 Interest Escrow Advance:! Total Prfnclpal Escrow Ad\lance Suspense 
1 Loan Number Transaction Date Gode Due Date Assessed Paid Amou11t A.mount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balallce Bafance Balance 
1567 111/2010 a.co 0.00 0.00 a.co 
1567 2111/2010 142 0.00 0,00 0.00##- 0,CO 0 OD 0.00- 261 170.62 0.00 0.00 o_oo 
1567 3/4/2010 170 1/1/2009 o .. oc 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·,,754 00 0.00 1,754.0C 261.170,62 1,754.00 0,00 O.GO 
~567 3/4/2010 132 13.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 C OC• 0.00 !3.25 261,170.62 1,754.0C C.00 0.00 
>567 3/18/2010 310 21112010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -375.26 0.00 0.00 261,170,62 1,376.74 0.00 0.00 
4S67 3124/2010 631 C.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.co 100.00 o_oo 261, '70.62 1,378.74 100.00 0.00 
45B7 41112010 305 C.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 -9;593,93 0.00 0.00 261,'70.62 -7,215.18 100.00 0,00 
4567 412/2010 632 0,00 0.00 0,00 o_oo 0.00 o.oc moo C,00 ~61, '70.62 -7,215. iE 170,00 0,00 
4567 4/1312010 173 111/2003 0.00 C.00 8,593.93 0.00 0.00 0,00 o_oo 8,593.93 261, 170,62 -7.215. re '70.00 B,593.93 
4567 4/13/2010 H3 1J1/2008 0,00 G.00 0.00 0.00 o_oo 1,116.00 o_oo 1,116.00 2G1,170.62 -6,099.19 \70.00 6,593.93 
4567 411612010 147 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 -8,523_93 0.00 0.00 o_oo o_oo o_oo 261,170.62 -6;099.19 170_00 70.00 
4567 411612010 no 1/1'/2009 0.0.0 0.00 -70.00 o_oo 0.00 70,00 0.00 D.00 261,170.62 -6,029.19 170.00 0.00 
4567 4/16/2010 152 88_00 C.00 0.00 O.OD 0,00 0,00 0.00 B8.00 261, 170,62 •6,029.10 170.00 0.00 
4567 4/27/2010 132 13-25 0,00 0.00 o;oo G.OC 0,00 0.00 13,25 261,170,62 -6,029.19 170.00 0.00 
45€7 5/512010 35~ 211/2010 0.00 0.00 o.oc 0,00 0.00 -.2.,6i3.CO 0.00 0.00 261,HD.62 •8,842.19 170.00 0.00 
,567 517/2010 173 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 O.CC 0.00 0.00 6,867.07 0,00 6,867.07 26,,170.62 ~1,775.12 170.00 0.00 
.t;567 5/17/2C't0 310 411/2010 0.00 C.00 0.00 o.oo o.oc -167.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -1,962.75 170.00 0.00 
4567 5/17/2D10 152 88.00- 0.00 0,00 0,00 o.oc 0.00 0.00 BB_oo 26'>,170.62 -1,962,75 170,00 D.00 
4567 5/21/2010 312 6/112010 0.00 0.00 :J,00 0.00 c.oc ·1,670.84 o.oa 0.00 26"'.170.62 -3,633.39 170.00 0.00 
4567 8/712010 632 0,00 0.00 ::i.oo 0.00 iJ.00 o_oo SO.DC 0.00 2€1,170.62 -3,633.39 220.00 0.00 
4567 6{7/2010 632 0,00 0,00 0,00 0.00 0.00 C.00 SC.DO 0.00 261,170.62 -3,633,39 270 00 0 00 
4567 6/7/2010 632 O.OG 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 om 2sc:oo 0.00 26~.170.62 -3,633,39 520.00 O DC 
4567 6/7/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0,00 0,00 0.00 0.00 150,00 0.00 2€1,170.62 -3,633.39 670.00 0.00 
4567 6116/2010 :312 6J1/2D1C o.oc 0.00 0.00 C.00 0.00 -24.67 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -3,658.06 670,00 0 DC 
4567 6/22/2010 310 5/1120~ C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0 OD -187.63 0.00 0.00 261.170.62 -3.845.69 670.00 0 OD 
456i 7122/2010 310 6/112010 0,00 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 ·187.83 a.co 0.00 261,170.62 -4,033.32 67C.OO 0.00 
4567 7130/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0,00 0,00 0.00 C.00 0.00 1' .25 261,1i0.62 -4,033.32 670.0C C 00 
4557 8/19/2010 310 711/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oc 0.00 -187.63 c.oo 0,00 261,'i70.B2 -4,220.B5 670.0C C.OC 
4567 B/2412010 132 11.25 0 DO 0,00 O.PO 0.00 o.oc 0.00 1,.25 26'1, • 70.62 -4·,220.95 870.00 0,00 
4567 8124/2010 631 c.oc 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 D,OC \ 10.00 C.00 261,'.70,62 -4,220.95 780.00 o.co 
4567 8/2712010 310 8/112010 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 -167,6, o.oo 0.00 ?.61,"i7D,B2 -4,408.58 780,00 O.OIJ 
l587 1on12010 '132 11,25 0.00 o.cc 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261, H0.62 ·4,408.5£1 780.00 0.00 
ti587 1on12010 a·a1 o.ao 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 110_00 0.00 261,170.62 -4,40B.5B 89:0.DO 0.00 
.d567 10/25/2010 310 ":;/1/2010 o.oo 0,00 c.co 0.00 0,00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -4,596-21 890.00 0.00 
ti567 1119/2010 ';:S2 11.25 0.00 .O.DD 0.00 D,00 a.co O.OD 11.25 261, 170,62 -~,596.21 800.00 0.00 
4667 i 1123120'10 310 10/1/2(}',0 0.00 D.00 0.00 0.00 D,OC ·187.63 O.Oi) 0.00 261.170,62 ~4,783.84 890.00 a.co 
4567 11/23/201C 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.0D 0.00 0.00 :i.co 11.25 28'i 170.62 ·4,783.M 890.0C 0:00 
4567 11124/2010 312 12,112010 0.00 :J,00 O.GO 0.00 0.00 -2.,222.6S 0.00 0.00 261 170.62 -7,006.52 B90.00 a.co 
4567 12113/201 C 312 1211/2010 0.00 0,00 a.co 0.00 0,00 -3t..16 c.oc 0.00 281.170.62 .),040.68 890,0J a.co 
4567 12/:3V2010 26'L,170.62 -7.040.68 890.CO 0.00 
\'I'.. I I" : #f:i#t###l#t#U#iJ########t 1#! #11/#'l/#j~-1--rl##i#i'ilt'm 'I'.'!"'" . t#;u bl-1/:JL H:l:fl.: "lH:J.H:,hl frJIJl,;'£:JtJHtftib:i:i#t:ri 
REDACTED JPMC0089 
---- -·-----··--·--·-··--· -·-------·-····--· .. ---
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DATE December 14. 2!:>11 
TlE MORTGAGE SERVICa CENTER 
4G01 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ OSQ54 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
S/REET 139 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 63544 
I 
I 
LIDAN NUMBER: ,t.567 
i ACTIVITY FOR PERl0D·01/01/2011 • 1211412011 
•• ;..-.. ..... *l-tloT ... TOri...,.X1<•>11. ....... ., .......... _"··· ............... u ........ - .. u•~ .. ~ ... *""*"""'"*",...;. ...................... ., ......... ~.-H ......................... ~ ............. h ..... H.T• ......... _ .. _ ...... .., .................. i •• H ........... ~ •• o .... , ..... u-................................... o~ ......... ..., .... _ ...... _.. ........ ...,u .............. 
i Transact1on Fees Fees Suspense Piinclpal !nterest Escrow Advance Total Pririi;ipal Escrow Advance SuspensL:? Loan N.umber Trans~ctlon Date Code Due Oate Assessed Paid Amount A.mount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Salance Elalance 1567 1/112011 
261.170.62 ·7.040.66 B90.00 0.00 1567 1/5/2011 310 1111/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.€3 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -7-.228:31 890.00 0,00 \567 1111/2011 132 11.25 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 :::e1,1ro.62 -7,220.31 BOO.GO 0.00 is67 112112011 310 121112010 0.00 0.00 0.00 G.00 0.00 -167.63 0.00 0.00 261.1/0.62 -7,41s.e4 890.00 0.00 \567 1/31/2011 132 1'r .25 0.00 o.oo C.00 0.00 0.0D 0,00 11.25 261,i70.52 -7.415.94 690.00 0.00 \567 2/8/2011 351 2/1/2011 0-.00 0.00 0.00 c.oc 0.00 ·2.613,00 0.00 0.00 261i70.62 -1G,028.94 B90_00 0.00 ~5G7 2116/2011 631 MO O.OG 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.00 0.0.0 261, HG.62 -10.028,94 825_00 0.00 4567 2/24/201 '. 310 111/2011 o.oo 0.00 O.OD 0.0:J 0.00 -187.63 o.oo 0.00 26U70.S2 -1D,21S,57 926.00 0.00 \667 :l/8/2011 1-:;2 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.26 26U70.B?. -10,216.57 925.00 0.00 ~567 3(18120"1 ~ 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 a.oa 0.00 0.00 175.00 0.00 261,H0.62 -10.216.57 1,100.00 0,00 4567 3/21/2011 310 2/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 2s1,no.s2 .10.404.20 1,100.00 0.00 4567 415/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 C.00 11.25 261,170.62 -10.404.20 1,100.00 C.00 4567 4/2012011 310 3/112011 0.00 0.00 0.00 coc 0.00 -1B7.63 0.00 0.00 261.170 62 -10,591.BO 1,100.00 C.00 4567 6/10/201; 132 1',.25 o.oc o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 Q.00 11.25 261.170.62 -10,591.83 '!, 10:J.00 0.00 4567 5/23/2011 312 6/1/2011 O.Ofl 0.00 0.00 G.00 o.oo ~2. 2:22,68 0.00 0.00 26',, 170.62 -12,814 51 i, 100.00 O.DO 4567 5124/2011 310 4/1/2011 O.GD 0,00 0.00 0.00 0,00 -107.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -13,002.14 1,100.00 0.00 4567 6/14/2011 132 1us 0.00 0.00 C.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261.170.62 -13,00:2.14 1,100.00 0.00 45Ei7 6/~i/2011 ;;!iO 5/1/2011 0.00 0.00 o.oc 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 o.oo 261,170.62 -13,1BS.77 1,100.00 0.00 4567 6128/2011 132 11.25 O.OC a.co C.00 o:oo 0.00 ·0.00 11.25 261.170.62 -1S, 18S.77 1.100.00 0.00 4567 7/20/2011 310 6/1/2011 0.00 D.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63. ci.oo 0.00 281,170.62 -13,377.40 1.100.00 0.00 4567 B/9/20'.1 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 C.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261.170 62 -13,377.40 1,100.00 0.00 <567 B/16/2011 310 7/112011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1B7.63 0.00 o.oo 261.170.€2 ~13,565.03 1,100.00 C.00 4567 8/23/2011 B30 o.co 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 600.00 0.00 26'.170.62 -13,565.03 1.700.00 G.00 4567 B/23/2011 632 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.58 0.00 261,170.62 -13,565.03 1,720.58 0.00 4537 9/19/2011 310 8/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 G.00 0.00 ·187.€3 D.00 0.00 261,170.62 -13.752.66 1.720.58 0.00 4567 9130/2011 132 11.25 0.00 a.co D.oD 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 "61,170.62 -13.752.66 1,720.50 G.00 4567 1011,12011 310 9/112011 0.00 0,00 o.oc 0.00 0.00 -187.S3 0.00 D.00 261.170.62 -13,940.29 1.720.56 o.oo 4567 1112/2011 132 11.25 a.co 0.00 0.00 O.DO O,OC 0.00 11.25 261,170.62 -13,940,29 1.720 58 0.00 4567 11116/2011 31D 101112011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1S7.63 0 .. 00 0.00 261,170.82 ~11;.,127.92 1,720.58 O.!JO 4567 1211/2011 312 12/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 O.OC 0.00 -2,396.83 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 -16,524.75 1.720.58 0.00 4567 12/6/201/ 132 1·1.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 251.170.62 -16,524.75 1,720.58 0.00 4567 12/14/2011 261.170.€2 -16.524.75 1.720.58 0.00 ~l\ l " 
! 




Ch'.lsc Home Financt' LL: 
3-i 15 \·:s1011 Drn t 
Lcdumbu,;, UI i ·B2 ! ~1 
1-800 S.l8-'~J:'.i6 t.ustomer, 
1 Ron sR2-us-t2 ·:·uD 1 '1 t 
11,1,,l,,l,II,., I. .. I .. llrnll.,l,,1,,,H,i .. l .. ,!l,! .. 1,11 .. i 
1 ;rr.,; UWl C bRE 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073·3414 
Notice of Ass(gnn1cnt1 Sa.le or 
Trnmfcr of Ser\'icing Rights 
\1u11g;i!?,t~ Service Ccn1::: Lo:m (J(i1WiS45G7 
~-.:umbtr. 
lV('.lorp,m Cb,M· Bcmk ;\J A. {CL.a~c/ h~s ot-,rnuwd 1t·',pLJns.ibi11ty for the scn:1crup, of ynnr lo:m from i''.1c:rtga1;c ~·n-1i:c CcmL"'. 
:SC'rYKc (cuter). l-:iJ:i:;i: H~mn- hu.uKc LLC (Ch:1~eJ rwrfonw, d:iy-to-,by ',t'n:ic:mg hmnwus for JP!\forp,cUl l~k1~c- LhuL, '(,:\. .i.uG 
1:1ke liH'.<.. opponus.wv lu wckornt· vu1i 1u Cha~t' le is cuqou)arY 1l1 tl11: mnng:1g1~ mdu'-\L\' IDT lo;u1s robe s;::.>lLI and 1,~c1skrred in·t\~n:n 
lt·n<linp m;.u:utwn~ 
You are lwn-hy notifie<l th,,r- Ihe ',C'n'1rn~g of yot.r fo.m, that h, rlu~ nr,h1 to collect 
tro-m .\1ortg.'if~' Scrncc <":niier to JPMorgan Ch:l',e Bn1:k !'-LA. elk,11n· :-.,,:ovt~mhrr 1, 
·nw :iss1gmneu1. !,.:i]c ot rt.'.:nl'.',fcr ol Lhl' ~L'f1.'1ciT1r~ ol your io:m d:J:::s not alft'L\ auv term or cr.:.iudiuoo '-:f the mo.ngagc d:>cumcnts, ,;t'll:Jnt\ 
u~',(n11nenrs. oilier tluu H·nu'> durctlv rd:1te<l tc th(· ,;c~ra;1rm1; of vour ln.m, 
iu l1n11tcd cir-:-umstanccs, Lhc Lnr requin~'> tl1:i'. 
or af i Y,1ur flt'W ,;rrvic:er rnu,;t ahi, 
presc11t st:n'K'~'r seud 
nn; th:" noucc no later 
th.:•; IlO\Kt: ti lv:1,1 1'.l d;iy~ bd::w:~ J1c- dkt!H'(• d11k of 
15 d;1y, :1!1s!r tlus dfl,Ltive d.,te or at l ]1.J',lllf'. 
\ oul'. pn·c,•,'lJ.t e;t"r>ll'cr :Mongag,· Sen.rice: 1.._:nlt1..·t. If vou lrnvc ;uw qun:ttuw, n·l.tung tc the rr.,n,,kr of scn::~·ing frnm V1hir 1nn~·nt se-CTJCcr, 
pll'.tw [ail 1:Jl fn:l! or· \\'rite ta; 
SerrKe Center 
p(1 5,1(,I) 
8.1U ,; m .llld 8 3(J )LID. 
Ea\h"m lune, ~.foJ.1<l:1r thr(HJfh Fnd,1v 
J 'd.rphgm:J.a q1iu.L£"'· i < ~\>tn') 11_Q_uill:n:.:,.r 
You1 aew ~z-rTiccr :~ JPj'dorgar: Ch:1te Bruili, ~~ :\ TI1r· ::id,irt'"'~~ for lof\l.•ordll1f corrnpo11d~,-e~ other rha.n pap.ncntf .. tu•, our lWV' :,crncer L: 
W\iorgan C:hase Lbllh, ~-...".:\., d:J Ch,i.t· l-Iom( Fi.nJ..!lcc LLC, PO P,ux 24(11)G, Cc.hunl·,1.L, \.)il 4322·$.U(/l( It vou have <flr'ilimh 
n-lr•tmg t() LH' ~r,;mlrr of wrvKiri? ro C!l~r.<· c:11! Christ\ C1·,1omrr C.m· Dq•&ru111..:ut :H WOO) H48-'1l.1(1 berv.•1-n S:OU a..m md l}tJlJ 
p.m., hloud:1y d1n)uph f-mlav, Ea\lctu Tw.K or U·(J() nm .md 5,CJ(I p.m., S,uunLiy, [;itkni 'I 1:11r: llm I.! ;i; wlJ-fo·e mimlH~c. 
,en-1tcr will ,tuJ• a·~·~cptmi p:i1r•wcn1,, hom rou 1: 0Ltobcr 31. :":007. 'Jl1r d:itL that Lh.M: .i:ill :11,lepr.ini: 
p:1nnc:nt· from yuu >;oveini•,·r I: 2UU7 :3cud .all ps?mcnh due> or .1ht:r that dillC t:, (]:.~sc 11 dw :1.ldfl.·;,\ md,c;1H d DD trnnor:irv 
cnupu:11 we :arc prouclmr, F.n co1n1eoin,ce, 1\Jc lc:mpornry h.1~ LJcl.'L PllJHHJtnl \l.'tLt. \'(JUT unv l~hc1:, lo:uJ ui.1ru.ii,-1 .u1d 
pJy1m·111 .t<ld,vv, ·n;..1~ mtom:1:1tio:1 .1\ nl :~z·psrmliu 200-:' LI you rn.'.:t·J,t·d µ cb:mgc ot p1wu1i:nt nouu· from idu1t,'.:.gr ~c!Tt(c 
Ccnt"1. '<end the ue,r amount to (]1.asc. 
::,'..i:utlh a!t~·1 vou :1 uDr 
p;1\1nt·nh ~bis ::;,1teoc-u.r wiJ1 
to Ch:i.:.c yo1..1 ,; . .;ill rt·cr:n·:, .::1 m,mlhi\ trnYr:!:arr ,tritcmc-ot 
impon:i.in UJ!onnotioo about your mnrrg:1gr· ,;:in nnu: 
.ind ',vr;:r- yosJ: l_,Jn 
1r11d~,li. 
'.n Clue·<'.'. H1Jmi'.: 
'.:lt1 it. Pk11t.< i,- not 
0 !d • .dt::.r. tJJu:.',: !J;;ni:i· indw:lrd ul\ 
tdd,n,f(r-"ultr,\, ril p!r1<e,:P 0 
l!,,l,.l,!,fl,.,,li.,.,i,ll,,l,,l,,l"l,lll,""l,lfl,u11ll,f 
CHASE HOME FINANCE 
PO BOX 78420 
PHOENIX, A,: 85062-842C 
Lii.i.n Number; !9Hi2.!0~10 
DQN:,.,:A NlCKEHSON, 
CM.ARLES R NlCF..t:HSON 
),,_,,,,, ... 




If ynur i·wllthll' p:1y11w11r l'· n1nt·1irh :r.ut::..i11.L1·.1c11Jy dr~1ftcd lrc:rn 
IDOI1f!Jf;C ?-'Yme11t, :1'.llH):,i~I1 ,u~uc . " ,n.,y o;?crn.:ncc a slight 
\.:ill hcg:1, h n ,_rn·:· ~~:1:, :~!C"D.t lr>m U1a,.r 
!Tll)d1fic.i,01F Ir> 1hr pCllll)'lll 
(lq•l~id:1.:11 upot: ~br. Ll'.ltun 0! rhc mr,dills:.1t:'lll<,,. H:t·c,r> 
ii r~u .m .i p:i.rt.iup.uu u.: i:.h·: In 
:1::l tllllJE \'- Hl :nn.:in 0:1 the ~am1:! 
Lll.::J!L.!.!~ 
.n'.l!il, ~·(-ii:: .\.f(()\)l}'. ·,:nlJ (UI' ,, br Lr:lf!cd i H \U\.f 
m,m:i: yuu1 p;n~,;,. row( ,,J:: dr,i!L-d, 
n·_)!di·.·.ttil}:.i. for p.1vrni:.nt a!llou1.11 d.1,u.:;!t", pP:-.'.c1blv rc~·,;J:mi~ t,,,,::1 
•JI tLc tJU,in,.•:k •-l:,tnn:..·1H o: ill a ·,q1,11;1tt· 1rn, ·1n. ,1.11c1ur;;', 
'>l'U! W.ld.FJ'll H'f',H,J I>', ,Jw ·,.1~H:lf2 ll1c lW!,1 :...::\1c:lu\cC {Jtr:l 
if yvu :in· cunnidy pay111g ;1..:c1dc;1t atd hc:..11..h, {ll:;l1bilit\'. Uf::: or :anv ,Hhcr r\1f• (Jf optw~i:1.1 im,ut',mn: wdl your mortr,.:.sgL p-anll' :.i!, this sc:ni:'~ 
u:dl uot be :on:t1.::mc-d \\"llil Ch:tse 
)J:\1r:.Eud~~ 
l~li:1~e Home F11uw.:c LLC 
PC H,1~; -P0:3ll 
rkr.inlli: CA 303(1:2-7020 
Ju J.i.nu.1ry• 20fHl, MnrtJ?,ngi Si•n"Kf' Ce111n w~U '-t:u<l ~·au a ye:!ln·ml st:1tw1Jenr summ:.uizrng your a,,'rnunl arunJ) fmm .J.muar:, I, 2UU7 t1110:.1gL 
Uuobtr 31, 2U07 Lba'..C v:ill ,:;cod you -a. yc,1r Lfltl sUt(.·me:rH rt'!lrcung your .i::count lrUnty from Nun·rnhLr 1, :?JJ07 tl1ru11pl n1Yt·1nh1 r i 1, 
20()7 1n ordn tor ,·ou to r.inive .I! thr 1lltai .mmunr of r:i~ and interest p:ud u: 2:[)07 (for n:portmg t!w IRS), 11 "J·ill be necc:'>::iry for rou m 
combmc Wv Lg;.ire:. l''--·poned nl d1(' rwo -tl:Jlt'mn1h. 
LJ.!lI'.IT:'.:l~L~ 
C:huv· 1lot·'· uo: p,W i.ntcre: 011 e!:crov: cx(c-pt m i'..hmc o:od Call!uro:.i9.. 
Yo\l should also be nware o! We foHov,:u1g1:1bn:i.i.11an) u:l.1ch H :St't outinmon· dct:ul m S,~ctioll 6 11fIDe Rc.tl F,;1:11e ;::.r-nkn-wut Pnhr·,lim~s 
1\c; !Hf:SP.:..-:, ·!JU.SC '.!.(,OS) 
Dming d::te: (J[J-dav pc-rmd foll•J\\'mg die t·ffective date of the tJ .1m,fci of !lJt loan wrvinng, a b;m ir:ivmc-ct rc, ... 1nd vour ol(t 
\cn,icer ln·fore 1t<: due <lair m.1,· no! be rrr:1u-d by 1b, Ut'\\' kno ~crriccr :as late, and ;1 !;ate fr-e m,1r un: lw 01: vnu . 
.Sec11ou 6 RESP'\ (12 l" SC 21.:f}S, g11:-"(", ruu cenam con•;u1rn:t r.gbt:, ll vou seud a ··\1t1ahfini wntln: n~ipic•1.r'' t[J •,01.;t io.m \Ln ,cc·: 
conn·ou.Jf'. the- f::rvu:mg of vou1 Jo,ut, your ~cn·tccr mur: prondc you \\'Hh ;1 v.•rtrt1.::1, :1;:b:10wkdgmcu1 w!lhm '.:J.1 hmm'."~'- day·, nl 
:rccc·q1-1 oi your .1equc,,1. A ' ~jtUiJGed v.·nHn1 1~ wnltt'tl uthc: than u.otKc ou a coupon t)r c,Ui,·1 
pJvmeat medium by dw ttT',ltTt, mdude\ your i,.uuc ;irrotm! nnmlwr, arni y0111 n-:i.•,onc, fur n~quer1. !t vou 
\l.':tm to ~.rad ;a wn1te11 rcqllc~rll t'.i Cfi.1\<:. n:gardmg tlw :>c-ffin.a.g 01· vuut lo,w., ii u1t1·1 fw sent to PC), B'.);.:: 24(;lJG, 
Lo!uml1w, Ob<: 
later tli(lH (,(J bu•;ioe~s dnvi, :1hr1 n-rci\in,! your r1,quet, your scrnrcr mu·,t w;l.ht: 
and mmt prnndt· ~1ou vmh a wrnteu d:mfi.cauou n·g:irdi.ng miy cbp·,Jlc During llu:, GO vom '.·~·n°1ccr :n;11: 1n1 
p1uvHk 1nfom1auou to a consuru,-~r rtpnrHng :1gencv <:oncl'Dlillf( :mv O\'t•rdut: p.ivmt:oc tdntC'd to pt·and or qtt:1l1fin:i wnttea 
rec1m·.,;t Ho\vrv,·r, th.is t.kx:" 11ot prc,r-IH thr· \en-'it er train 1nni;1tmµ hn:clu,utt if prup1·r ground'> G.:.J'>l umk·: th::-. 1::nonr,1w· 
du:-umcnt/ ~ccurnv !IJs, rumc1w, 
A lhJ'.,Jut.''<., ds1 is a <lay on 
bUldl!C~,, lum:UUllS, 
itIT- •J1G\1.•n to h,n~e 
,·iol:1t(•d 
Larry Thmk 
\' 1cc Preqcknt 
l:ii.N· Home hnon~-( LLL 
.)trct.:t :\ddn::;,, 
d.;1:u:1gt·s co,~n ior lll<ll\"lllU,th or d.1s~f·::; of t~,,ltnduals !Ii. c1rcum,t;rn;n i;:lwrr- •:t-r\·ir:c1, 
rli.u ~;c,:tion... \' ou 0 honld t:("d,, legal ,nh 1n· lf you !:-clicn- yo1:r r,ght·, ha., !".':1-\ 
on tht.' side.'"' 
Sr:m: 
"'Tft;', <:b.u1}!c •;i.,<Jl o:J; ,t;J;J!'r c-0 ~ uur 01,::in,P,lf•l· ai:::c,:,un: not 11, m1\ ot.hn ;;.c;un;u~'.· yo·J b.aTc- wilh ( ,h:1s:t,, 1-'L-.l':i· .tllo\\ :_., W1 el:- fot Y :c, ~110('"'-!-
'1"' chwr, JPMC0092 
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CHASEO 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LU; 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 




REDMOND, WA 98073-3414 
5379 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
· -- .ORGFING,--1·9 83544 · 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear: DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowners Insurance information on your pr(?perty. Please 
send evidence of Homeowner's lnsur:ance coverage for the period beginning 04/19/2008 . 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard insurance 
information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. Please ask your 
agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address shown below or to fax 
the policy information to the Insurance Department at 678-475-8799. To ensure prompt service, please include 
your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. You may also provide this information to us 
by visiting ourWeb site atwww.mycoverageinfo.com, referencing PIN (CMM8600). 
lri our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we receive 
future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating of your insurance 
policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy includes the correct "mortgagee 
clause" which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
P.O. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this letter. If 
you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this time, we will have 
no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely to be much higher than 
you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please note that if a lapse occurred 
between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the effective date of your new coverage, 







CHASE HOME FINA1'1'"'~ LLC 
P.O. BOX 47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 . 
l-877-530-895 l Insurance Processing Center 
12/22/2008 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POBOX3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073-3414 
663 
SUBJECT: Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544.--
Re: Loan Number: 0920 
Dear Customer(s) 
Thank you for providing evidence of your hazard insurance coverage. We have updated our records to 
show the current information. The temporary coverage that we obtained was canceled without charge 
to your account. 
We appreciate your assistance in providing this information to us. 
If you have any additional questions, please contact our Insurance Processing Center at l-877-530-8951, 
where a Customer Care Professional is available to assist you Monday through Friday from 
9:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m •• Eastern Time. 
Sincerely. 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
IMPORT ANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account are subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 




Chase Home Finance Ll 
P .0. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
September 11, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Horneowner's Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of Homeowner·s Insurance coverage for the period beginning 11/06/2007. 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard 
insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. 
Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance infonnation to the address 
shown below or to fax. the policy information to the Insurance Department at 1-678-475-8799. To ensure 
prompt service, please include your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, 
referencing PIN CMM8600. 
In our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we 
receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating 
of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy _inc!udes 
the correct ·mortgagee clauseN which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this 
letter. If you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by this 
time, we wilt have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is likely 
to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please 
note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the 
effective date of your new coverage, Chase will charge you for the coverage that we purchase for 
the lapse period. 
REDACTED NICKOOOl 
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If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877 -530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
NICK0004 
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Chase Home Finance LLL 
P-.0. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
September 17, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
. CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
SUBJECT:_. Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF-RD-· ·- · -· -- - - -· --
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowners Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 09/16/2008. 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current hazard 
insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insurance. 
Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance information to the address 
shown below or to fax the policy information to the Insurance Department at 1-678-475-8799. To ensure 
prompt service, please include your loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to our office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, 
referencing PIN CMM8600. 
In our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensure that we 
receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or updating 
of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent or company to verify that your policy includes 
the correct "mortgagee clauseA which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
!TS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we rec:eive this information within 15 days from the day you receive this 
letter. If you do not provide evidence of c:ontinuous coverage for the period listed above by this 
time, we will have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a c:ost that is likely 
to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, please 
note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the 
effective date of your new coverage, Chase will charge you for the coverage that we purchase for 
the lapse period. 
REDACTED NICKOOOS 
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If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
------ ___ . ___ .... _____ ---·----···-··· 
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for infonnational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
NICKOOOG 
863
. CHASE HOME FINANCE LL,-
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/01 ,IGNS 
PO BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
September 18, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
American Security. Insurance Company_ . 
PO Box 50355, Atlanta, GA 30302 
HAZARD INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number: 0920 
Dear Borrower: 
Your Mortgage.lender has requested cancellation of the hazard insurance that was issued in compliance 
with your home mortgage agreement. This cancellation is effective at 12:01 a.m. on 09/16/2007. The 
reason for this cancellation is: 
You provided evidence of other insurance coverage. 








Chase Home Finance LL1.. 
P.O. B0X47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
insurance Processing Center 
September 19, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
-------· -· --··- -. - -- --- ------SUBJECT: 
Important Missing Insurance Information Required in 15 Days 
Property'Location:3t65-NEFF RE> . - ...... --
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0920 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowners Insurance information on your p
roperty. 
Please send evidence of Homeowner's Insurance coverage for the period beginning 09/16/200
8. 
Under the terms of your mortgage agreement, you are required to provide us with current ha
zard 
insurance information. This is the only way we will know that you have continuous property insuran
ce. 
Please ask your agent or insurance company to forward your current insurance infonnation t
o the address 
shown below or to fax the policy information to the Insurance Department at 1-678-475-879
9. To ensure 
prompt service, please include your Loan number on all correspondence mailed or faxed to o
ur office. 
You may also provide this information to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo
.com, 
referencing PIN CMM8600. 
In our experience, a correct mortgagee clause, including your loan number, will help to ensu
re that we 
receive future insurance notices in a timely manner, which will enable the prompt payment or upda
ting 
of your insurance policy. Therefore, please ask your agent·or company to verify that your p
olicy includes 
the correct umortgagee clause" which reads exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
It is very important that we receive this information within 15 days from the day you receive th
is 
letter. If you do not provide evidence of continuous coverage for the period listed above by thi
s 
time, we will have no choice but to purchase limited hazard insurance for you at a cost that is l
ikely 
to be much higher than you would pay on your own. Even if you obtain your own coverage, ple
ase 
note that if a lapse occurred between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the 
effective date of your new coverage, Chase wilt charge you for the coverage that we purchase f
or 
the lapse period. 
REDACTED NICK0008 
865
If you or your insurance agent has any questions about your obligation to provide evidence of insurance or 
any information in this letter, please contact the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951. 




Insurance Processing Center 
·- ----·-- ·-- ·-
IMPORTANT BANKRUPTCY INFORMATION 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
NICK0009 
866
Chase Home Finance LL 
P .0. BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
October 21, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
NOTICE OF PLACEMENT OF INSURANCE -BINDER ENCLOSED 
PLEASE READ CAREFULLY. 
SUBJECT: Important Missing Insurance Information 
Loan Number: 0920 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
- OROFINO, ID 83544 
Dear DONNA NICKERSON: 
According to the terms of your mortgage, you are required to maintain continuous hazard insurance 
coverage on your property and ensure that your lender receives evidence of this coverage. 
Our records show that we do not have current Homeowner's Insurance information on your property. 
Please send evidence of insurance coverage for the period beginning 09/16/2008 ,- to the address above 
or fax proof of coverage with the loan number to 1-678-475-8799. You may also provide this information 
to us by visiting our Web site at www.mycoverageinfo.com, referencing PIN CMM8600. This is the only 
way we will know that y~u have insurance. 
If you do not have hazard insurance coverage or we are unable to confirm that your property is 
adequately insured with;n the next 30 days, we will have no choice but to purchase a limited hazard 
insurance policy for yoLJ at a cost that is likely to be much higher than you would pay on your own •. 
This p1:1licy will remaihJn· effect until you are able to provide µs v.,th evidenc:e,of coverage. In the 
interim, we have enclosed an insurance binder that we obtained in order to provide limited 
protection against loss until the earlier of (a) the date we receive proof of insurance coverage or (b) 
th._~ gc1t~ we purc;hc1s~ a. policy fgr YsPl:l: l::y~:n if y91,1 op~in yolJr own coverage, please be aware that if 
there is a gap between the cancellation of your Homeowner's Insurance and the effective date of 
your new coverage, you will be charged for the coverage that we purchase for the lapse period. 
The terms of your mortgage or deed of trust requires you to maintain hazard insurance coverage on 
your property and permits us to purchase it at your expense if you fail to do so. If we purchase this 
insurance, your escrow account will be charged for the premiums due. If you do not have an escrow 
account, we will establish one. In either case, your monthly mortgage payments wilt increase. 
If you do not have current insurance, please consider the following: 
.. If we obtain hazard insurance for you, the cost is likely to be muc;.h higher than insurance you 
can obtain on your own. This is because the hazard insurance ·we purchase is issued 
automatically without evaluating the risk of insuring your property. The premium for this 
insurance coverage will be $2,870.00. You can determine the difference fn the cost by comparing 
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company who pres.. .y owns your mortgage loan. If you incur p1 . .rty damage or loss, you may 
not have adequate coverage for any damages that you suffer because the person or company that 
owns your loan will be paid first. The enclosed insurance binder lists the amount of coverage that 
will be purchased for you if do not provide us with proof of insurance. 
• The hazard insurance we obtain will cover only the structure of your home (i.e., the walls, 
floors, roof and anything permanently attached). 
• 
• It will not.cover your furniture or any of your other personal belongings. 
• It will not cover the cost of temporarily living outside of your home because it was damaged 
and is being repaired. 
• It will not cover any liability to you personally for someone who is injured while on your 
property. 
The hazard insurance we obtain will not cover any amount you feel your home is worth in excess 
of the last amount of dwelling coverage that you obtained and we entered on our records. If we 
do not know the last amount of insurance coverage you obtained, we will purchase coverage in 
the amount of the unpaid prindpal balance of your toan on the date we request the insurance 
-coverage to begin·; - ·· · - ·· - · · ··· · ·· · · -· ·· · - · -- · 
If Chase purchases insurance for you, an affiliate ·of Chase may benefit. This benefit may occur 
because the insurance company will transfer some or all of the risk under the policy to a Chase affiliate 
in return for a portion of the insurance premium. This is called reinsurance and may result in a financial 
~ain to the Chase affiliate. 
We strongly recommend that you obtain your own insurance coverage; This will allow you to choose a 
policy that meets your needs from a company that you select. Your choice of an insurance company or 
agent will not affect our credit decisions in any way. If you purchase your own insurance, please send 
evidence of coverage immediately to the- address below or you may fax a copy of your policy to 
1-678-475~8799. Your policy must show the standard mortgagee clause listed below and your loan 
number. The standard mortgagee clause should read exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO B0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Even if you cannot obtain insurance before we are required to obtain it for you, you should keep 
trying ta do so. Once you do, we will cancel the limited insurance we obtained and replace it with 
yours. We will charge you for the coverage we obtained only for the time the coverage was in effect. 
\f you are due a refund, your escrow account will be credited. 
If you or yqur insurance agent have aAy questions about·your obligation to provide evidence of insurance 




Insurance Processing Center 
Important Bankruptcy Information 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
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ADDITIONAL INSURED-NAME AND ADDRESS: NAMED INSURED MORTGAGEE-NAME AND ADDRESS: 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND. WA 98073 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX 47020 
DORAVILLE. GA 30362 
1-877-530-8951 
Binder period : Described Location {if different from malling aodress above): 
EFFECTIVE TIME: -o ·-NooN ... , lID "12:01AM .... ____ ·-·----~- - . "•• .... ---- ·---·. 
Mo.I Dav I Yr. . Coverage Amount 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO. ID 83544 
INCEPTION 09/16/2008 $299,00D 
Annual Premium 
EXPIRATION 11/15/2008 $2,870.00 
Please note that this binder is for a 60 day period. It can not be renewed. 
The premium shown above is for a full one year policy. The lender will place a policy for you if you 
do not give them proof of insurance on your house. You will be charged for each day that you do not 
have your own insurance policy. 
This binder covers your house for risk of direct loss subject to the terms of the policy. This coverage is 
limited to the house only. Your personal property and liability are not covered. For example, if your 
house was burglarized, it would not cover the stolen property. 
CLAIMS INFORMATION ONLY 
1-800-326-2845 
MSP·RES-B-(8/88} 
ALL OTHER INQUIRIES 
1-877-530-8951 
REDACTED B1N041 NICK0012 
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INSURANCE CENTEk 
P.O. BOX 47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POBOX3414 
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Chase Home Finance LL_ 
P.O. BOX47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Insurance Processing Center 
November 27, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
NOTICE OF PLACEMENT OF INSURANCE 
PLEASE READ CAREFULLY 
SUBJECT: Loan Number: 0920 
Property Location: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Dear Customer(s): 
Enclosed is a policy that renews your lender-placed insurance policy. We originally placed this policy on 
your house because acceptable proof of coverage was not provided to us. The annual renewal premium 1s 
shown below an~-on the enclosed policy. This premium will be charged to your escJ!>~il.ccount 
Your mortgage or deed of trust permits us to obtain this insurance at your expense. The terms and 
condition!; of your mortgage require you to maintain hazard insurance coverage on your property that is 
acceptable to the lender. We obtained this insurance for you, which will remain in place until you provide 
us with a copy of acceptable hazard insurance coverage for your property. For the reasons discussed in 
this letter, we urge you to obtain your own insurance. This will allow you to choose a policy that 
meets your needs from a company that you select. You are likely to save a substantial amount if you 
do so. Your choice of an insurance company or agent will not affect our credit decisions in any way. 
The insurance company must, however, have a minimum rating from A.M. Best Company of "A" or better. 
As a reminder to you: 
• 
• 
The cost of the insurance we obtained for you is likely to be much higher than insurance yoo purchase 
on your own. A major reason for the higher cost is that the insurance we obtained is issued 
automatically, without evaluating the risk characteristic of the property. The premium for the 
insurance coverage is $2,870.00. You should compare this cost to what an insurance company would 
charge you for your own insurance policy. 
The insurance coverage we obtained is primarily for the benefit of the person or company who 
presently owns your mortgage loan. If you incur property damage or loss, you may not have adequate 
coverage for any damages that you suffer. 
• The coverage we obtained covers only the structure of your home (i.e., the walls, floor, roof and 
anything permanently attached). 
• It will not cover your furniture or any of your other personal belongings. 
• It will not cover the cost of temporarily living outside your home because it was damaged and is being 
repaired. 
• ft will oat cover any liability to you personally for someone who is injured while on your property. 
REDACTED NICK0014 
871
The coverage we obtai. Nill not cover any amounts you feel your he. is worth in excess of the last 
amount of insurance coverage that you obtained and we received. If we did not know the last amount of 
insurance coverage you obtained, we obtained coverage in the amount of the unpaid principal balance of 
your loan on the date we requested the insurance coverage to be issued. 
When Chase purchases insurance for you, an affiliate of Chase may receive an economic benefit. This 
may occur because the insurance company will transfer some or all of the risk under the policy to a Chase 
affiliate in return for a portion of the insurance premium. This is called reinsurance and may result in a 
financial gain to the Chase affiliate. The reinsurance arrangement will not affect your insurance 
premium. 
Even though a renewal policy has been issued, you may still obtain your own insurance coverage. We 
strongly recommend that you do so. If you obtain your own insurance, you must send proof immediately 
to the address below or you may fax a copy of your policy to 1-678-475-8799. Your proof must include 
evidence that the "standard mortgagee clause" is included in your insurance policy. A correct mortgagee 
clause, including your loan number, will ensure that insurance notices are received in a timely manner 
and will enable the prompt payment of insurance premiums on your behalf. The "standard mortgagee 
clause" should read exactly as follows: 
CHASE HOME Fl NANCE LLC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
PO BOX 47020 . 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
Once you obtain your own insurance, we will cancel the insurance we obtained and replace it with yours. 
We will charge you for the coverage we obtained only for the time the coverage was in effect (i.e., prior 
to the effective date of the coverage you obtain). If you are due a refun_d, your escrow account will be 
credited. 
If you or your insurance agent have any questions about your obligations to provide evidence of insurance 
or any information in this letter, please call the Insurance Processing Center at 1-877-530-8951. A Chase 




Insurance Processing Center 
Important Bankruptcy lnformat1oh 
If you or your account is subject to pending bankruptcy proceedings, or if you received a bankruptcy 
discharge, this letter is for informational purposes only and is not an attempt to collect a debt. 
NICK0015 
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AGENCY 
Maior I Sub I Minor l State ' 
oasa6 I 0011 I 0000 I 10 
AMERICAN SECURITY INSURANCE COMPANY 
PO BOX 50355, ATLANTA, GA 30302 POLICY NUMBER: 
770-763-1000 ALR21022965657 
RESIDENTIAL PROPER1Y 
ADDmONAL INSURED ENDORSEMENT 
ADDITIONAL INSURED-Name and Address (Street Ille., City, State. Zip) 
DONNA NICKERSON 
NAMED INSURED/MORTGAGEE-Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
CHARLES R NICKERSON ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
POBOX47020 POBOX3414 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 REDMOND, WA 98073 
LOAN NUMBER: 0920 
Coverage is provided where a pramium or ijmit of fiabifity i,:; shown for the a:,verage subject to aD conditions of this pofrcy 
' 
POLICY PERIOD ONE YEAR COVERAGES UM11E OF LIABILITY PREMIUM 
EFFECTIVE DA TE: 09/16/2009 EXPIRA TlON DA TE: 09/16/2010 DWELLING $299,000 $2,870.00 
EFFECTIVE TIME: NOON D 1201 A.M. [xi 
DESCRIBED LOCA 110N (lf different fn:im maiTmg addmss above) 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
SECURITY INTEREST; 
ANNUAL PREMlUM AMOUNT $2,870.00 
~··- .. - ANNUAL TOTAL CHAAGED···--···-· $2,870.oo-- · -· .. 
Fonns and emicrsements which are made a part of this pcficy at time of issue 
MSP-RES(5-91),MSP-RES(8-88),MSP-RES-END-ID· 1007 ,CP13000A-R(3-09) 
Subject to the terms and provisions of the Mortgage Service Program, Residential Property Mortgagee's 
Policy, including but not limited to the Residential Property coverage form attached hereto, it·is agreed that 
the insurance applies to the property described above and to any person shown as an Additional Insured 
with respect to such property, subject to the following additional provisions: 
a. The above Named Insured Mortgagee is authorized to act for such _Additional Insureds in all matters 
pertaining to this insurance including receipt of Notice of Cancellation, and return premium, if any. 
b. The above Named Insured Mortgagee is authorized to advance all funds to be recovered from 
the Additional Insured for the insurance afforded. 
c. . Loss, if any, shall be adjusted with and payable to the above Named Insured Mortgagee, and the 
Additional Insureds as their interests may appear, either by a single instrument so worded or by 
separate instruments payable respectively to th.e Named Insured Mortgagee and the Additional 
Insured, at our option. 
With respect to all perils except Theft or Vandalism and Malicious Mischief, the sum of $500 shall be 
deducted from the amount which would otherwise be recoverable for each loss separately occurring. With 
respect to Theft or Vandalism and Malicious Mischief a $500 per loss deductible applies. With respect to 
vacant property a $1,000 per loss deductible applies for Theft or VandaUsm and Malicious Mischief. 








Authorized Representative NICK0016 GE1031 
REDACTED 
873
NAMED INSURED MORTG .£ · Name and Address 
CHASE HOME RNANCE UC 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
POBOX47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
ADDITIONAL INSURED / MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
PROPERTY ADDRESS 
3165NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0920 
POLICY NUMBER~ ALR21022965657 
DATE OF ISSUE: February 10, 2010 
AMERICAN SECURITY INSURANCE COMPANY 
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF NONRENEWAL 
. ·-- ...... --- ---- . -· ........ ----- --. -
We hereby notify you in accordance with the terms and conditions of the policy, and in accordance with law, that 
the above-mentioned policy will expire effective 09/16/2009, at 12:01 a.m. (Standard Time} at the location of the 
property involved, and will NOT be renewed. 
Reason for nonrenewal: 
Request by the Named Insured Mortgagee. 
IMPORTANT NOTICE 
This insurance policy was purchased on your behalf because you did not maintain insurance coverage on your 
property as required by the terms of your loan. This policy will not be renewed for the reason indicated. If you 
purchase other insurance coverage on your property prior to the nonrenewal date, please mail a copy of the 
policy to the above-named mortgagee. Your lender-placed policy will be cancelled pro rata. and your account will 
be credited with any return premium. 
Sincerely, 





NAMED INSURED MORTGAGEE - Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINAN( LC 
ITS SUCCESSORS ANLJ,OR ASSIGNS 
P0BOX47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
Date of , . ,~• ,e: February 11, 201 O 
ADDmONAL INSURED / MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POB0X3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
AMERICAN-SEe-URITY lNSURANeE-00MP:ANV ----·--
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number. 0920 
Policy Number: ALR21022965657 
Dear Customer: 
The Named Insured MortgageeA..ender has requested cancellation of the lender-placed insurance 
that was issued in compliance with your mortgage/lien agreement. This cancellation is effective at 
12:01 a.m. on 02/05/2010. The reason for this cancellation is: 
.... ·-·--.-,.-~~ 
Named lnsured's Request. Your loan has been transferred to another company and the 
mortgagee/lender no longer has an insurable interest in the property. 







, NAMED INSURED MORTGAGEE - Name and Address Date of Issue: February 24, 2010 
CHASE HOME FINANC ·_c 
ITS. SUCCESSORS ANL,JR ASSlGNS 
POBOX47020 
DORA VILLE, GA 30362 
ADDITIONAL INSURED/ MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POB0X3414 
REDMOND. WA 98073 
.. .AMERLCAl\tSECURJTY.JNSUR_ANCE_.COMPA.NY ____ _ 
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number. 0920 
Policy Number: ALR21022965657 
. Dear Customer: 
The Named Insured Mortgagee/Lender has requested cancellation of the lender-placed insurance 
that was issued in compliance with your mortgage/lien agreement. This cancellation is effective at 
12;01 a.m. on 09/16/2009. The reason for this cancellation is: 
Named lnsured's Request. 






Annual Escrow Account Disc. ,ure Statement 
customer Care 
customer Care Phone: 1·800,.848-9136 
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DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 
YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY 
Principal BalanL 
Escrow Balance: 
Next Payment Due: 
- ... ·:r ........ , ....... --
$261,562.14 
SS,613-77· Property Address: 
12!01/0B 3165 Neff Rd 
Orofirio,ID 
Prior Payment Breakdown 




$2,328.99 Total Payment 
New· Payment Breakdown Effective 09/01/09 
Principal and Interest $1,760.36 
Escrow $460.37 
Total Payment $2,220.73 
Keep this statement for your records.. This history compares the escrow activity that was projected for the past period with your 
actual escrow activity. Because taxes and insurance premiums were projections, the actual amounts paid may be different. 
Comparing Projections to the Actual Payments 
Prior Year Projection Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Description Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow account escrow acoount Balance 
B!:!9Inning Balanc;e $0.00 $0.00 $1,147.30 $0.00 $0.00 $17.13 
Payment 09/08 $474.45 $0.00 $1,621.75 SO.OD .. $0.00 $17.13 
Pmi 09/08 $0.00 $187.63 $1,434.12 $0.00* $0.00* $17.13 
Pmi 09/08 $0.00 $0.00 $1,434.12 $0.00 $187.63* $170.50-
Palment 10/08 $474.45 $0.00 $1,908.57 $0.00* $0.00 $170.50-
Pmi 10/08 SO.DO $187.68 $1,720.94 $0.00* $0.00* $170.50-
Pmi 10/08 $0.00 $0.00 $1,720.94 $0.00 $187.63"' $358.13-
~ment 11/08 $474.45 1$0.00 $2,195.39 $1,137.26* $0.00 $779.13 
Pmi 11/08 $0.00 $187.63 $2,007.76 SO.OD* $0.00" $779.13 
Pmi 11/08 $0.00 . $0.00 $2,007.76 $0.00 $187.63* $591.50 
PaY,!!!ent 12/08 $474.45 $0.00 $21482.21 SO.OD* $0.00 §§91.50 
Pmi 12/08 $0.00 $187.63· $2,294.58 $0.00* $0.00* $591.50 
Coun!)!Tax 12/08 $0.00 $1.720.93 $573.65 $0,00 $1,636.43* $1 044.93-
Pml 12/08 $0.00 $0.00 $573.65 $0.00 $187.63* $1,232.56-
·Pa~ent 01/09 $474.45 $0.00 " $1,048.10 $0.00 .. $0.00 $1232.56-
Pmi 01/09 $0:00 -$187.63·· $860.47 .$0.00 .. so.oo• $1,232.56-
Pmi 01/09 $0.00 $0.00 $860.47 $0.00 $187.63* $1',420:i9-
Parment 02/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,384.92 $568.63* $0.00 $851.56-
Pmi 02/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,147.29 so.oo• $0.00" $B51.56-
Prrii 02/09 $0.00 m.oo ~.147.29 $0.00 $187.63* $1,039.19-
Pa}!ment 03(09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,621.74 $0.00* $0.00 $1,089.19-
Pmi 03/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,434.11 $0.00* $0.00* $1 039.19-
Pmi 03/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1,434.11 $0.00 $187.63* $1226.82-
PaY,!!!ant 04/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,908.66 $0.00* $0.00 $1,226.B2-
Pmi 64/09 $0.00 $187.63 §1,720.93 $0.00* $0.00* $1,226.82-
Pmi 04/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1,720.93 $0.00 $187.63 .. $1414.45-
Palment as.roe $474.45 $0.00 $2,195.38 $0.00* $0.00 $1,414.45-
Pmi - 05/09 $0.00 $187.63 §g,007.75 · $0.00* $0.00" $1414.45-
Pmi 05/09 $0.00 $0.00 $2,007.75 $0.00 $187.63" $11602.08-
Coun!l!:Tax 05109 $0.00 $0.00 $2,007.75 $0.00 $1,636.43* $S123B.51· 
Pa)!ment 06109 $474.45 $Cl.OD $2,482.20 $0.00* $0.00 $3 238.51-
Pmi 06109 $0.00 $187.63 $2,294.57 $0.00* $0.00" $3,238.51-
Coun~Tax 06/09 $0.00 $1,720.93 $573.64 $0.00 $0.00* $3,2.38.51-
Pm! 06/09 $0.00 $0.00 $573.64 $0.00 $187.63*" $3,426.14-
Pa~ent 07109 $474.45 $().00 $1,048.09 $4,549.04* $0.00 §;1,122.90 
Pml 07/09 $0.00 $187.63 $860.46 $0.00* $187.63 $935.27 
PaY,!!!ent 08/09 $474.45 $0.00 $1,334.91 $568.63" $0.00 $1503.90 
* Bther the date or the amount differs from the previous projection. Your previous Escrow Account Disclosure Statement projected payments to 
your escrow account would be $474.45 monihly, totaling $5,693.40. Under 
federal law, your lowest monthly balance should not go below $948.90. 




upcn ll l!:J r1 UJ-c;;;;\.rUUI iO::, tu LUICF 1'1."'U,.IGI IQf II·~ nt 
Prior Year Pr ... 1..:ction , Actual Activity _____ .,..__.......,,.... _______ ..,,,.. __ 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments tram Escrow 
Description Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow account escrow account Balance 
Pmi 
Total 
08/09 $0.00 $1B7.63 S1.147.28 $0.00.. S0.00.. $1 1503.90 
$5,693.40 SS,693.42 SS,823.qS $5,336.79 
·iunooo,a MOJosa .tnoA ll! pau,eie.1 aq U!M 96"C:\.t$ io sn1d.lns MOJ::isa a4i 'anp ised S! :i.unoooe 
.1noA JI ·tdieoaJ .10} 600G 'c:c isnBnv .1eue sAEp ueiMotre asoo1d ·sooi 'li:: tsn5ny uo pe1iew eq ll!M gs·c:~v!t ,1.o >!0840 sn1d.lns MOJos3 .1noA. 
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· GE"{ERAL ESCROW INFORMATION 
Instead of making multiple payments for' ~,irance and taxes during the year, escrow enabl,,.. ·•ou to put money aside monthly and let 
Chase handle the payments. 
Description Due Date lllew Year Monthly Description Due Date New Year Monthly 
Projections Required EsGFOW Projectio11s Required Escrow 
Mortgage Ins 09/09 $2,251.56 $187.63 . County Ta)(: 12/09 $3,272.86 $272.73 
---"'-"'-----------'-'------------ Totals $5,524.42 $460.37 ------------------------
REQUIRED RESERVE 
Section 10 of the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) authorizes lenders to 
oollect and maintain up to one-sixth of your total disbursements in your escrow account at ail 
times. The required reserve is used to cover increased tax and insurance disbursements. We 
do not cushion for mortgage insurance or optional products. 
PROJECTIONS FOR COMING YEAR 
Total Monthly Required Escrow 
Total Required Reserve 
$460.37 
$545.48 
This is an estimate of activity projected for your escrow account during the coming year. The Target Balance is the beginning 
balance necessary to bring your escrow account at its lowest point during the next 12 months to zero plus the allowed required 
reserve. 
-rncficates the Lowest Projected Balance in your acco(Jnt during the next 12 months. Some escrow accounts may be billed for periods 
longer than one year. The account balance may not reach its lowest Projected Balance this year because one of the escrow items 
may be on a three-year cycle. · 
Projected Projected Month-end Projected Projected Month-end 
Payments Payments escrow Payments Payments \ escrow 
Description Month to escrow from escrow balance Description Month to escrow from escrow balance 
=Ta_rg_e...,t-=s,_af .... an_c_e ______ .._,,,.$0,.....0,,,,0'------,$0=-.oo=---$1-,0--9-0-.9""5- ""P,-ay_m_e .... nt ____ O_S/_1_0 _ -$460--.:f-=-7--""'$0=-.o-o--$-1-,5-51-'.35_;.._;;. 
Payment 09/09 $460.37 $0.0o $1,551.32 ""Pm-=:-! -----=o:-:3/-.-:1~0----'"-:$0::::-::.o=o-~s~1:-:a1=-.""ss=----=$"""1.""'s53~_7"="0-
Pmi 09109 $0.00 $187.63 $1,363.69 Payment 04/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,824.07 
Payment 10!09 $460.37 $0.00 $1,824.06 Pmi 04/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,636.44 
Pmi 10/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,636.43 Payment 05,'10 $460.37 $0.00 $2;096.81 
Payment 11/09 $460.37 $0.00 $2,096.80 Pmi 05110 $0.00 $'187.65 · $1,909.H3 
Pmi 11/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,909.17 Payment 06/10 $460.37 $0.00 $2,369.55 
Payment 12/09 $460.57 $0.00 $2,369.54 Pmi 06/10 $0.00 $187.63 $2,181.92 
Pmi 12/09 $0.00 $187.63 $2,181.91 County Tax 06/10 $0.00 $1,636.43 · $545.49 
CountvTax 12/09 $0.00 $1,636.43 $546.48*" Payment 07/10 $460.37 $0,00 $1,005.86 
Payment 01/10 $460.37 $0,00 $1,005.85 Pmi 07/10 $0.00 $187.SS $81-8.23 
Pmi 01/10 $0.00 $187.63 $818.22 Payment 08110 $460.37 $0.00 $1,27-8.60 
Payment 02/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,278.59 Pmi 08/10 . $0.00 $187.63 $1,090.97 
Pmi 02/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,090.96 
Total $5,524.44 $5,524.42 
COMPUTATION OF YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT 
Escrow Surplus: Your Anticipated Escrow Balance is $1,503.90. Your Target Balance according to this analysis is $1,090.95. The 
Anticipated Escrow Balance is greater than the Target Balance. For that reason your account has a surplus in the amount of 
$412.95. 
Anticipated Escrow Balance 





Anticipated Escrow Balance-is calculated by taking your actual escrow balan0e of 
$3,613.77- as of July 28, 2009. The balance is then calculated by adding all payments 
and subtracting all disbursements scheduled 1or your escrow account until the effective 
date of the new payment, September 1, 2009. 
This statement is not a request for payment. It is for information.al purposes only. 
Your new monthly mortgage payment for the coming year will be $2,220.73 of which $1,760.36 will be for principal and interest and 
$460.37 will go into your escrow account. The terms of your loan may result in changes to the monthly principal and interest 









DATE Saptamber 1, 2010 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 3166 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, 10, 83644 
LOAN NUMBER: 1567 
,· 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CE:NTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
..................................... 11 •••• _,,,.._ .................. ..,,._ ............................ - .................... _ .... _ .... ~~~~T!.~B.~!:.~!~~!~?!!;.~.~~:2} .. '!...-... _1~•"·""· .... • .. +11,, .............................. '" .... "'"''"U"'"'"·"'·H•t ... ~H·····"""·· .. ,,, ......... ,.. ....... " ..... ... 
TraR!liJGtlon Fee, t=e,es Suapenee Pdnc{pal l.ntems.t Escrow Advan e . Total Pdn'i;lpnl Escrow Advance Susparuse Loan Numbar T~n&aGtion Dote Codo Due Dale Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Ami;,tmt Amour t A1nour,t Balance Ba.lance Balam:.e Balance 
4567 01101 10 , 0.00 0,00 0,00 o.oo 4567 02/11/10 142 0.00 0.00 0.00 #1#1#11#1#1# D.00 O.OD O.!)O ll#l/##IJ/I## 261.,170.62 0,00 0.DD 0.00 4567 OB/04/10 170 01/01109 o.ao 0,00 0,00 O.DO 0.00 1.754,00 o.bo 1,754.00 '261,170.82 1,7S4.00 o.oo o.oo 4567 oaitw10 132 1a.2S o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.,no 1us ·2s1.110.02 1,754.oo o.oo o.oo 4667 0S11a11o s10 021011<0 o.oo o.oo o,oo o.oo o.oo ~76,26 a.po o.ao 2s1.110.e2 1,a10.14 o.oo o.oo 4567 03124/10 631 0,00 0,00 0.00 0,00 0,00 0,00 100
1
00 0.00 261,170,62 1,378.74 100,00 0.00 4667 04101110 161 01/0t/08 o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo 7,215.19 o.~o o.oo 2s1,170.B2 s,s!.<3.83 100.00 o.oo 4567 04/01/10 305 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0,00 o.oo ·8.~83,93 0,110 0,00 251.170.62 0.00 100.00 o.oo 4567 04/02/10 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 70,IJD 0,00 261, 170,62 0,00 170,00 0.00 4567 04/13110 173 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 8,683.83 0.00 0.00 0.00 o1()D 8,593,93 i61, 17D.62 0,00 170.00 6,593,93 4567 04/13/10 173 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 O.DD 1,116.00 O,l!D 1,116.00 261,170.62 1,116,00 170.00 8,583,93 
4567 04113110 1es 01101/00 o.oo o,oo o.oo o.oo o.oo -1.11s.oo o1oo o.oo 261,170.62 o.oo 110.00 8,59~.93 1667 04/18110 147 01/01109 0,00 o.oo •8,523.93 0.00 0.00 o.oo o,oo 0,00 261,170.62 0.00 170.00 70,00 4567 04/18110 170 01/01/09 O.IJD 0,00 -70,00 0.00 0.00 70,00 OiOO 0.00 261, t?D.62 70.00 170.00 0,00 
1567 04/16110 1se 01101/0e o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo -10.00 o.ao o.oo . s1, 110.e2 o.oo 110.00 o.oo 
15~7 04/18/10 152 88.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 o.ao 0,00 0,00 BB.OD 261,170.62 o.oo 170.00 o.oo :~ ~:~!;:~ ;:~ 01/01/09 1~:~~ ~:: g:~g g:gg ~:gg 2,61~:~g ~t~~ 1 ~:~~ .~~tgg::~ 2,61~:gg gg:gg g:gg 
1ss1 08/05/10 ss1 02101110 o.oo o.oo o.oo o,oo o.oo .2,s1a.oo loo o.oo 2s1,110.02 o.oo 170.oo o.oo 1567 06/07110 173 01101100 0.00 0.00 o.oo o.oo o.oo 6,667.07 000 6,887.07 261,170.02 6,887.07 170.00 0,00 1567 05/07/10 168 01/01/08 0,00 0,00 0.00 0,00 0.00 ~,867.07 0 OD 0,00 261,170.82 0.00 170.00 0.00 1587 06/17/10 181 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1117.63 OD 0,00 261,170.82 187.83 170.00 0.00 lli67 05/17[10 310 04/01/10 0,00 O.OD 0.00 0,00 0.00 -167.Gll DO o.oo 261,17D,6i o.oa 170.00 0.00 
1567 05/17/10 11,2 68,00 MO 0.00 0.00 0.00 0,00 ~O(ODOD 880 •. 000D 2&1,110.ez 0,00 170.00 o.oo 1587 06/21110 161 01/01/ll9 o.oo 0.00 o.oo 0,00 0.00 1,670.64 261,170.82 1,670.64 170,00 0.00 1567 06121/10 312 06/01110 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·1,670,64 ,OO 0,00 261,170.62 0.00 170,00 0.00 1567 011/07110 ea2 0.0[) 0.00 o.oo a.OD 0,00 o.oo 5Q.OO · 0.00 281, 170,62 o.oo 220.0D ll,00 1sa1 06/01110 e32 o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o,oo 5uoo ooo 201110 02 o oo no on o oo 
1561 00101110 BS2 o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo o.oo 250~00 a.on 2s1, 110.a2 o.oo 520.00 o.oo 
1587 08/07/10 832 0.00 0,00 0.00 O.DO 0.00 0,00 161· 00 0.00 261, 17D.82 0.00 670.00 0,0[) 1567 08/16110 161 01/01108 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2A.67 .00 ' D.00 261, 170,82 24.87 870,00 0.00 
1667 06118/10 312 06/01/10 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -24,67 00 DOD 261,170.62 D.00 570.00 0,00 
1567 oa122110 1a1 01/01109 o.oo o.uo o.oo o.oo o.oo 101.sa <i:oo· O:oo 2e1,110.ez 1~7.63 e10.oo o.oo 




Final Escrow Account Disclo~_.e Statement 
Customer Care 
Customer Care Phone: 1-800-848-9136 
. Hearing Impaired (TDD): 1-800-582-0542 
www.chase.com/homefinance!customerservice 
12341 l:'SA Z:04110C· 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 






0920 February 6, 2010 
$0.00 
$0.00 Property Address: 
3165NeffRd 
Orofino, !D 
Prior Payment Breakdown 




$2,328.99 Total Payment 
We are providing this FINAL ESCROW ANALYSIS DISCLOSURE STATEMENT because of one of the following transactions: payoff 
of :JlOUr loan
1 
transfer of your loan1 transfer of tour loan to another mortgage [!rovider1 or waiver of }'.Our Escrow Account. 
YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY 
Keep this statement for your records. This history compares the escrow activity that was projected for the past period with your 
actual escrow activity. Because truces and insurance premiums were projections·, the actual amounts paid may be different. 
Comparing Projections to the Actual Payments 
Prior Year Proje_ctlon Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Description Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow account escrow account Balance 
Beginning Balance $0.0D $0.00 $1,090.95 . $0.00 $0.00 $3,801.40-
P~ment 09/09 $460.37 $0.00 $1,551.32 $0.oo• $0.00 $3,601.40-
Pmi 09/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,363.69 $0.00" $187.63 $3 989.0S-
Pa)lment 10/09 $460.37 ~-00 $1,824.06 so.oo· $0.00 $3,989.03-
Pmi 10/09 $0.00 $1'7.63 $1,636.43 $0.00* $187.63 $4,176.66· 
Payment 11/09 $460.37 ,$0.00 $2,096.80 $568.63* $0.00 $3608.03-
Pmi 11/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,909.17 $0.00* $187.63 $3,795.66-
Homeowner ln 11/09 $0.00 $0.00 $1,909.17 $0.00 $2,870.00* $6665,66-
Palment 12/09 $460.37 $0.00 $2.3S9.54 $568.63* $0.00 $6,097.09· 
Pmi. 12/09 $0.00 $187.63 $2,181.91 $0.00" $187.63 $6,284.66· 
Coun~Tax 12109 $0.00 $1,636.43 $545.48 $!).00 $1.670.64* $7,955.30-





:!u;w ... :.·:·::::~ , .......... , ... 
Pa):'.ment 
-F'mr-- Oi/1tt .. --~ ··-$187'.:63 . . $81&.22" --'$0:0l'J"·-· - ·-$187.63' . -· sioos:01~--- --
Pa):'.ment 02/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,278.59 $0.00* $0.00 $7005.67-
Pmi 02/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,090.96 $0.00* $0.oo· $7,005.67-
T ransler Bal 02110 $0.00 $0;00 $1,090.96 $0.00 $7.005.67-* $0.00 
Payment 03/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,551.33 $0.00" $0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 03/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,363.70 $0.00* $0.00* $0.00 
Pa}!ment 04110 $460.37 $0.00 $1,824.07 $0.00* $0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 04110 $0.00 $187.63 $1,636.44 $0.00* $0.oo• $0.00 
Payment 05/10 $460.37 $0.00 $2,096.81 $0.00* $0.00 $0.00 
Pcni 05/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1.909.18 $0.00" $0,oo· so.oo 
Payment 06!10 $460.37 $0.00 $2,369.55 $0.00" 
.,, 
$0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 06/10 $0.00 $187.63 $2.181.92 $0.00* $0.00* $0.00 
Coun!}!Tax 06/10 $0.00 $1,636.43 $545.49 $0.00 ro.oo• $0.00 
Pa:mJent 07/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,005.86 $0.00* $0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 07/10 $0.00· $187.63 $818.23 $0.oo· $0.00* $0.00 
Paiment oar10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,278.60 $0.00* $0.00 $0.00 
Pmi 08/10 $0.00 $187.63 $1,090.97 S,"0.00* $0.00"' $0.00 
Total $5,524.44 $5,524.42 $2,274.52 $1,526.88-
• Bther the date or lhe amount differs from the previous proJection. 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage/Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thruX, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 




PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party 
Defendants. 
Plaintiff's Responses to Discovery - Page l 
JJ0650-PH 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT NICKERSONS' 
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 





In accordance with Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff submits the following 
Responses to Defendants' First Set oflnterrogatories and Requests for Production as follows: 
INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Please identify who owned the note prior to Third-Party 
Defendant, JP Morgan Chase Bank ("Chase") purchasing it? 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
Without waiving those objections, PHH states that it held the original note through its 
subsidiary, Coldwell Banker. PHH believes that note was transferred to the Federal Home 
Mortgage Association, (Fannie Mae), which in turn, had JP Morgan Chase service the note. 
When you defaulted on the note, Fannie Mae assigned the note back to PHH as the originating 
lender. PHH is the holder of the note in this foreclosure action. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Please identify all the federally mandated procedures 
followed when Chase purchased the note, and also transferred the note, including but not limited 
to the transfer details and documentation. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is umeasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
Object to the interrogatory as stated because the vague and broad question of "all the 
federally mandated procedures" is too inclusive to allow reasonable response. 
Without waiving those objections, PHH states that it followed federal statutory law 
applicable to notice of servicing of home mortgages where the original loan documents 
contained notice of servicing together with the language in the deed of trust complying with 
PlaintifPs Responses to Discovery - Page 2 
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RESP A requirements. PHH further states that assignment of the deed of trust and note were 
properly completed in writing and the assignment was recorded as noted in the Complaint. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Please explain why PHH re-purchased the note? Please 
include the documentation of the transaction. 
ANSWER: PHH objects to this interrogatory on the basis that it is not relevant to the 
pending issues. Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. Object. 
The inforrriation requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable information. 
Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or needless increase 
in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or expensive, given the needs 
of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in controversy, and the importance 
of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
Without waiving those objections, PHH states that it did not "re-purchase" the note. See 
the response to Interrogatory No. 1. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Please state how the transaction were handled, e.g., 
electronically? 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
Without waiving those objections, PHH states as noted in the Complaint that the 
assignment of the deed of trust was performed in writing and the promissory note was assigned 
as indicated on the allonges to that note. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Please state why a Fannie Mae Collateral #4002697229 is 
attached to the account? 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
Plaintifrs Responses to Discovery- Page 3 
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needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is umeasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
PHH has no knowledge of Fannie Mae's internal collateral designations. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Please state whether PHH is licensed to provide 
mortgages or service mortgages on 50 acre properties? If affirmative, please give the month, day 
and year of said license. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is umeasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
PHH states that there is no specific statutory requirement m Idaho for licensing a 
mortgage banking institution to provide mortgages on 50-acre parcels. PHH is a mortgage 
service company authorized to do business in the state of Idaho. It business authority allows it to 
provide mortgages on large or small parcels of real property. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: With regards to who initiated the loan, were they licensed 
to provide mortgages on 50 acre properties in October 2002? If affirmative, please provide the 
following: 
a) The name of the bank; 
b) The month, day and year they were licensed; and 
c) The documentation of said licensure. 
ANSWER: See response to Interrogatory No. 6. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Please state why PHH immediately started foreclosure 
proceedings in February 2010. 
ANSWER: You were several months in default. 
Plaintifrs Responses to Discovery- Page 4 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 9: Please describe/list what information was provided to 
PHH regarding the transfer/sale of the note. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
Without waiving those objections, see the loan account information provided by JP 
Morgan Chase previously submitted to you in Chase's responses to your discovery requests. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Please describe the agreements in place between Chase 
and PHH regarding transfers and sales of Notes. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
There was no agreement between PHH and Chase. The assignment of the note was 
directed by Fannie Mae due to your default and PHH's responsibility as originating lender to 
foreclose. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Please describe where the refunded insurance money 
went. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
PHH has no knowledge concerning the "refunded insurance money." 
Plaintiff's Responses to Discovery - Page 5 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Please list all suits relating to foreclosure and the results 
of such suits PHH has been a party of over the last four ( 4) years. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Please list all federal sanctions or fees, requested of 
PHH to pay regarding their foreclosure practices for the past four (4) years, including for each 
such sanction or fee the date, the amount and the reason for each sanction/fee. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Please provide a total dollar amount PHH has paid out in 
damages relating to foreclosures for over the last four ( 4) years. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Identify every oral and written communications between 
PHH or any representative of PHH and the Nickersons, including for each such communication 
the date, place, subject or reason for the communication, whom was present or authored the 
communication, and what was said or written in each communication. 
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ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
















Letter from Coldwell Banker dated October 19, 2007 pertaining to transfer of the loan 
to Chase for servicing. 
Letter dated February 12, 2010 from Coldwell Banker to the Nickersons pertaining to 
transfer from Chase. 
Notice of Intention to Foreclose dated February 12, 2010 from Coldwell Banker to 
the Nickersons. 
Annual escrow statement dated April 29, 2010 . 
Letter dated April 29, 2010 from the Nickersons to PHH through Coldwell Banker. 
Letter dated May 19, 2010 from Coldwell Banker to the Nickersons pertaining to 
workout options. 
Letter dated May 25, 2010 from Coldwell Banker to the Nickersons pertaining to 
referral for foreclosure. 
Letter dated July 2, 2010 from the Nickersons to PHH through Coldwell Banker, 
together with faxed letter from the Nickersons. 
Annual escrow statement dated April 27, 2010 . 
Letter from Bradon Howell at Just Law Office to the Nickersons pertaining to 
reinstatement quote. 
Letter from Bradon Howell at Just Law Office to the Nickersons pertaining to 
payment history. 
Letter from Bradon Howell at Just Law Office to the Nickersons pertaining to payoff 
quote. 
Letter dated June 16, 2010 from Bradon Howell at Just Law Office to the Nickersons 
pertaining to notice of trustee's sale. 
Email dated October 7, 2010 from Bradon Howell to John Mitchell. 
Letter from John Mitchell to Just Law, Inc., dated October 7, 2010 . 
INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Identify all witnesses who you intend to or may call as 
witnesses to testify in support of your claim in this action, and specify the substance of the 
subject matter of the testimony as it is expected to be given by each witness, including the name, 
address and telephone number of each and every person. 
ANSWER: Object as to identity of witnesses. Witnesses will be identified in accordance 
with the court's trial scheduling order. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 17: If any of the witness listed by you in the preceding 
interrogatory are expert witnesses, then with respect to each such separate expert witness state 
the following: 
a) A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed and the basis and reasons 
therefore. 
b) The data or other information considered by the witness informing the opinions. 
c) All exhibits to be used as a summary of, or support of, the opinions. 
d) All qualifications of the witness to testify including a list of all publications authored 
by the witness within the preceding ten (10) years. 
e) The compensation to be paid for testimony. 
f) A listing of any other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at trial or 
by deposition within the preceding four ( 4) years. 
ANSWER: No expert witnesses have been identified. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Please state the month, day, and year PHH began 
foreclosure proceedings against the Nickersons. 
ANSWER: Object as to "foreclosure proceedings." See the Complaint for the month, day 
and year this action for foreclosure was filed. 
If the question seeks information on the nonjudicial proceedings, please see the following 
response: 
• Notice of Default recorded June 14, 2010 as Instrument No. 214461 in the Recorder's 
Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
• Appointment of Trustee recorded June 14, 2010 as Instrument No. 214460 in the 
Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
• Assignment of Deed of Trust and Note recorded June 14, 2010 as Instrument No. 
214459 in the Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
• Notice of Trustee's Sale 
• Affidavit of Posting and Service recorded July 21, 2010 as Instrument No. 214712 in 
the Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
• Affidavit of Mailing recorded July 21, 2010 as Instrument No. 214711 in the 
Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Please list/describe all conversations/ correspondence 
with Genworth regarding the foreclosure proceedings against the Nickersons. 
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ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
PHH has no knowledge of communications with Genworth. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Please list all occasions PHH refused a payment from 
the Nickersons, including the date, the amount of payment, and who was present. 
ANSWER: Object to the interrogatory as stated for it assumes facts not in evidence. 
Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable 
information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or 
needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
PHH does not keep a log of dates, amount of payments, and persons present when a 
payment may be refused. 
When you defaulted on your note and PHH elected to foreclose, it does not accept 
payments unless the full amount in default is cured together with all interest, costs and expenses. 
PHH has no record of you ever curing or attempting to cure the default. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 21: If the above entitled matter goes to trial, please identify 
all exhibits you intend to offer in evidence at the time of trial. 
ANSWER: Exhibits have not been finally determined. Trial exhibits will be identified in 
accordance with the court's trial scheduling order. Exhibits may included all exhibits used at 
your depositions; all documents identified in your discovery responses, these discovery 
responses, and Chase's discovery response; and your deposition transcripts. 
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REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1: Please produce copies of all writings of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind between the Plaintiff and the Nickersons, Chase and the 
Nickersons, Coldwell Banker and the Nickersons, and Fannie Mae and the Nickersons. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
PHH is not in possession of writings between you and Chase, or you and Fannie Mae. 
PHH has identified the following writings in its possession and copies are attached: 
• Letter from Coldwell Banker dated October 19, 2007 pertaining to transfer of the loan 
to Chase for servicing. 
• Notice of Intention to Foreclose dated February 12, 2010 from Coldwell Banker to 
the Nickersons. 
• Annual escrow statement dated April 29, 2010. 
• Letter dated April 29, 2010 from the Nickersons to PHH through Coldwell Banker. 
• Letter dated May 19, 2010 from Coldwell Banker to the Nickersons pertaining to 
workout options. 
• Letter dated May 25, 2010 from Coldwell Banker to the Nickersons pertaining to 
referral for foreclosure. 
• Letter dated July 2, 2010 from the Nickersons to PHH through Coldwell Banker, 
together with faxed letter from the Nickersons. 
• Annual escrow statement dated April 27, 2011. 







Letter from Bradon Howell at Just Law Office to the Nickersons pertaining to 
payment history. 
Letter from Bradon Howell at Just Law Office to the Nickersons pertaining to payoff 
quote. 
Letter dated June 16, 2010 from Bradon Howell at Just Law Office to the Nickersons 
pertaining to notice of trustee's sale. 
Email dated October 7, 2010 from Bradon Howell to John Mitchell. 
Letter from John Mitchell to Just Law, Inc., dated October 7, 2010 . 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: Please produce copies of all documents of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the transaction of the note between the parties 
and as to the Foreclosure, Notice of Default, advertisement, etc. 
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RESPONSE: Object to the request as stated because it is too vague regarding all 
documents of "whatsoever nature ... related to the transaction of the note." 
The Complaint sets for the foreclosure claim. Otherwise, see the following documents 
attached: 
• Notice of Default recorded June 14, 2010 as Instrument No. 214461 in the Recorder's 
Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
• Appointment of Trustee recorded June 14, 2010 as Instrument No. 214460 in the 
Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
• Assignment of Deed of Trust and Note recorded June 14, 2010 as Instrument No. 
214459 in the Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
• Notice of Trustee's Sale 
• Affidavit of Posting and Service recorded July 21, 2010 as Instrument No. 214712 in 
the Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
• Affidavit of Mailing recorded July 21, 2010 as Instrument No. 214711 in the 
Recorder's Office for Clearwater County, Idaho. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3: Please produce copies of all documents of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the transaction and or servicing of the note 
between Chase and PHH, Chase and Coldwell Banker, Chase and Fannie Mae, PHH and Chase, 
PHH and Coldwell Banker, PHH and Fannie Mae, and Coldwell Banker and Fannie Mae. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
Without waiving those objections, loans are processed in "batches" and as such there are 
no documents specific to this note between any of the above-named entities. 
PHH does not have in its possession documents pertaining to service of the note between 
Fannie Mae and Chase. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4: Please produce copies of all correspondence 
of whatsoever nature, description or kind between Chase and PHH, Chase and Coldwell Banker, 
PHH and Coldwell Banker, Chase and Fannie Mae, PHH and Fannie Mae related to the 
Nickerson' s note. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
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delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
PHH does not have in its possession documents pertaining to service of the note between 
Fannie Mae and Chase. 
Loans are processed in "batches" and as such there is no specific correspondence to this 
note between any of the above-named entities. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5: Please produce copies of PHH's license to 
provide mortgages or service mortgages on 50 acre properties. 
RESPONSE: See response to Interrogatory No. 6. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6: Please produce copies of Coldwell Banker's 
license to provide mortgages or service mortgages on 50 acre properties for the year 2002. 
RESPONSE: See response to Interrogatory No. 6. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7: Please produce copies of all agreements 
between Chase and PHH of whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the transfers and 
sales of notes. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
PHH does not have any documents pertaining to agreements for transfers and sales of 
notes with Chase. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8: Please produce copies of all documents of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the refund of insurance money regarding the 
Nickerson's property. 
RESPONSE: See response to Interrogatory No. 11. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9: Please produce copies of all documents of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind related to any and all sanctions or fees placed upon PHH 
in the last four ( 4) years. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 10: Please produce copies of all documents of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the foreclosure proceedings by PHH against the 
Nickersons. 
RESPONSE: See response to Request for Production No. 2. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 11: Please produce copies of all documents of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind initially received by PHH in regards to the transfer/sale of 
the Nickerson's note. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
Without waiving that objection, see the note, deed of trust, and assignment attached to the 
Complaint. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 12: Please produce copies of all monthly 
payment reminders, requests, notices sent to the Nickerson. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 13: Please produce copies of all documents of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind related to any and all federally mandated procedures that 
PHH followed when it purchased the Nickersons' note from Chase. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 14: Please produce copies of all documents of 
whatsoever nature, description or kind related to the process of how the transfers, sales, and 
servicing of the Nickersons' note took place between PHH and Chase. 
RESPONSE: Object. The information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to 
discoverable information. Rather, the request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation; and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or 
expensive, given the needs of the case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in 
controversy, and the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation. 
DATED this £day of October 2012. 
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VERIFICATION 
STATE OF ----- ) 
: ss 
County of _____ _ ) 
Ronald Casperite, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
That I am an agent for the Plaintiff in the foregoing action; that I have read the within 
Answers to Interrogatories and Response to Request for Production of Documents to Plaintiff, 
know the contents thereof, and that the same is true and correct as I verily believe. 
----------, Printed Name 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this __ day of October 2012. 
[SEAL] 
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My commission expires: ______ _ 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the \ '9~ day of October 2012, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
Chtd. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
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[ ] Hand Delivered 
[?(] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[X] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 





4001 Leadenhall Road 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-418-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 
October 19, 2007 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
Old Loan Number from the Mortgage Service Center: 0018154567 
New Loan Number for Chase Home Finance LLC: 1916210920 
Dear Customer(s): 
Recently you received a notification letter communicating that effective 
November 1, 2007, the servicing of your mortgage loan will transfer from The 
Mortgage Service Center to Chase Home Finance LLC. Please be advised that the 
Chase loan number referenced on your notification from the Mortgage Service 
Center was incorrect. Your correct Chase loan number is referenced above. 
Please refer any questions you have after the November 1, 2007 transfer date 
to the address or phone number below: 
JP Morgan Chase Bank, NA 
c/o Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attn: Research Center 
P.O. Box 24696 
Columbus, OH 43224-0696 
1- (800) 848-9136 
Chase Customer Service Hours 
8:00AM - 9:00PM (EST) Monday-Friday; 8:00AM - 5:00 PM (EST) Saturday 
If you have any questions about the transfer of servicing on your loan prior 
to the transfer date of November 1, 2007, please call one of our Customer 
Service Representatives at the phone number referenced above between the hours 
of 9:00 AM - 8:00 PM (EST) Monday through Friday. 




Log in to MortgageQuestions.com --- your servicing website co1111ection. 
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PHH Mortgage 
2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
February 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
N O T I C E 
Dear Customer(s): 
0 F I N T E N T I O N 
Tel 800-449-8767 
Fax 856-917-8300 
Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
T 0 F O R E C L O S E 
The mortgage on your property is in default for the January 01, 2009 payment 
and is now 14 months past due. At this writing, the TOTAL AMOUNT 
required to cure your default is$ 32,605.86. To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are 
demanding that you make a payment in "CERTIFIED FUNDS" for the total 
amount due. 
In addition, please be advised as of the date of this letter, 
$ .00 in late charges have also accrued. 
In the event you do not cure the default in full within THIRTY (30) days 
from the date of this letter (as provided by the terms of the mortgage), 
payment of the current principal balance will be accelerated and 
foreclosure proceedings will be initiated. 
"You are further informed you have the right to reinstate this loan after 
acceleration pursuant to, and subject to, the provisions and limitations of 
said Mortgage and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert 
the nonexistence of a default, or any other defense you may have to 
foreclosure and sale." 
If you disagree with the assertion that a default has occurred or the 
calculation of the amount required to cure the default, you may contact us 
at 1-800-330-0423. This is an attempt to collect a debt, any information 
obtained will be used for that purpose. 
Sincerely, 
Loan Counseling Center (XC160) 
Log in to MortgageQuestions.com --- your servicing website connection. 
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Mortgage Service Center 
P.O. Box 5452 ij\jj\@t'·1 
MORTGAGE Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054-5452 
Your annual escrow statement 
April 29, 201 O 
9000058 NK 2085 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
ll,l 11l11l,ll111l,111 .. 11.1 
CB 
Your escrow account balance 
Your projected balance on May 31, 2010 
Your required balance on May 31, 2010 
Your escrow account overage 




Your escrow account has a surplus of$754.10; however, this surplus is 
being retained due to the delinquent status of your account. 
Visit our website for up-to-date information about tax and insurance 
disbursements, recent payments, account balances and more! 
111111 Your escrow account projections for the next year 
Estimated amounts Estimated amounts 
Date Desaiptlon 
paid into your paid out of your 
escrow account ($) escrow account ($) 
Opening balance 
June PMI 572.74 187.63 
June COUNTY TAX 2,286.00 
June COUNTY TAX 24.67 
July PMI 572.74 187.63 
August PMI 572.74 187.63 
September PMI 572.74 187.63 
October PMI 572.74 187.63 
November PMI 572.74 187.63 
December PMI 572.74 187.63 
December COUNTY TAX 2,286.00 
December COUNTY TAX 24.67 
January PMI 572.74 187.63 
February PMI 572.74 187.63 
March PMI 572.74 187.63 
April PMI 572.74 187.63 
Loan number: 0018154567 
Questions? 
Visit us at 
www.MortgageQuestions.com 
Call toll free 1-888-418-0364 
Fax 1-856-917 -8300 
Your current monthly 
mortgage payment 
as of 04/29/201 o $2,328.99 
Your new monthly mortgage 
payment effective in June 2010 
Principal and interest $1,760.36 
Escrow deposit* $572.74 
Total new monthly payment $2,333.10 
How we calculated your new 
monthly escrow payment 
To calculate your new monthly escrow payment, we added 
up the estimated or actual tax and insurance payments on 
your account for the 12 months stBJting with June 2010, and 




*Your new monthly escrow 









































May PMI 572.74 187.63 3,449.87 2,695.77 
• Your required escrow account balance is the amount required by federal law, state law and your mortgage contract It may 
include a cushion of up to $770.22 (up to 2/12ths of the total estimated amount being paid out of your escrow account). 
Tear of here 
Escrow analysis 
coupon 
Your escrow account has a surplus of $754.10; however, this surplus is being retained 
due to the delinquent status of your account. 
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!illlil What happened in ) escrow account during the last year 
The first time your loan is reviewed under the aggregate analysis method, a side 
by side comparison history is not available. It will appear on future statements. 
Change of name or address 
!f yr-1ur crJntact intonnat!on has 1:;hangerj, p!c.::ase give us thB new 
infrxrnatk,n be.low. 
Nime {lks.t, t'n!ddl~. las.t} 
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Apr 29 10 06:26a 
ATTN: MICHAEL, CUSTOMER SERVICE, 856-917-2083 
Dear Coldwell Banker Mortgage Service Center, 
RE: Chase Home Finance Payment History Re: Loa 
Below is the confirmed transaction data provided by our ban 
Finance durin~ 2009: 
Wells Fargo 1 
We spoke with U,e following bank representative on Friqay, April 23~ 201 O . . 
Ashley P. Miner OS696 03056 
360-573-9394 PS761-011 
Wells fargo Bank, N.A. C01 D 120 
Hazel Dell Office AU Oi 826 






Chasehomefinance Ln Pmt 1916210920 l',lickerson Donna f2,465.44 #090206 
Chasehom!i'finance Ln Pmt 1916210920 Nickerson Donna $1,960,66 
Chasehomefinance Ln Pmt 1916210920 Nickerson Donna $2,498.SO 
Chasehomefinance Ln Pmt 1916210920 Nickerson Donna $2.498.80 
Chasehomeflnance Ln Pmt 1916210920 Nickerson Donna $2,348.~9 






E-check.,Confirmed as a fast pay. Do not have rny conf # on the road w/ me. 
Check 1110 Conf#228484496 spokew/McKayla 
Check 1276 Conf#23436394 spoke w/Greg. Conflnned w/Bridgett 
Check: 1262 Conf #23792660 spoke w/lzzy 
.Check 1292 Conf#24262170 spoke wJKim 
I 
p.1 
There were also wlthdrawals of $2,350 on 1120/09 and 3/20/Q9. We need to get to our records to provide 
the cash receipts for confirmation of payment. Tflls list does not inclµde any cash p~yments nor any 
payments rnade from oJher accounts during 2009. We need to see ¢\ur records to verify what else was 
paid in 2009. We relentlessly asked Chase for payment history to get all this dispute straightened 
out but never received it. Please note any months where paymenl,s were missed was because Chase 
would not accept payments from us nor work out any type of paym~;nt arrangements during that time 
period. If you can gel a copy of our records, you should have good ~ocun,entatlon of our contact with 
them. We specifically asked every customer service representative to note the account that they had 
refused to accept a payment "'"d told us not to send one or it would ·be returned. We also asked them to 
record our conversations. We have documentatlon of contact as well. . 
As further documen~tlon, we received a 200~ 1098 Mortgage Interest Statement from Chase for our 
taxes which showed $4,106.51 in Mortgage Interest recelved from bprrower. Obviously payments were 
received. 
•' 
As stated on the phone, we are in a financial situation to work this oiJtwith you ifwe can get our records 
straight and come up with some type of plan. Our simple request ls~ewantrecords to know what we owe 
and receive something showing the amount is being credited with Bi:!Ch payment made. Please feel free to 
contact us at 425-691-7926. Thanks for your help. 
Blessings! 














2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
May 19, 2010 
Tel 888-418-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 




PO Box 3414 
Redmond WA 98073 
Dear Customer(s): 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
You may be eligible for a mortgage assistance program. 
The following information must be provided to determine which workout 
option you may qualify for: 
* The fully completed enclosed Financial Worksheet 
* A letter explaining the nature of your financial hardship 
* The last two (2) years Federal Income Tax returns, include all Schedules 
* Prior two (2) monthly checking and savings account statements 
* Prior two (2) months paystubs or evidence of present monthly income 
Although we can not guarantee that you will qualify for one of the 
programs, we will make every effort to help you. 
Please contact our office at 1-800-330-0423 if you have any questions. 
Sincerely, 
Mortgage Service Center XC029/009 





2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
May 25, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
Attorney Name 
Attorney Phone No.: 
Dear Customer: 




Loan Number: 0018154567 
At this time your mortgage account has been referred to an attorney to begin 
the foreclosure process. We are sending this letter as an additional 
attempt to assist you while your account is in foreclosure proceedings. 
These programs were implemented on behalf of your Mortgage Investor in order 
to provide the proper assistance needed to cure any delinquencies due to any 
unexpected hardships you may have experienced. To review any of these 
programs, please call the Loss Mitigation Department at 1-800-750-2518. 
Again, it is imperative you realize that your account has been sent to an 
attorney. This process cannot and will not be postponed and/or cancelled 
until we have an approval from your Mortgage Investor for an appropriate 
Workout Program. Please call us as soon as possible so that we may assist 
you in saving your home from foreclosure. 
Thank you in advance for your cooperation. 
Sincerely, 
Foreclosure Department 
Mortgage Service Center 
FC018 5SF 
Log in to MortgageQuestions.com --- your servicing website connection. 
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July 1, 2010 
Dear Loss Mitigation Department, 
Re: Mortgage Deed on 50 acre property located at 3165 Neff Road, Orofino, Idaho, Loan 
#0018154567 
The attached fax sent to you dated June 30, 2010 did not have the correct loan number on it. The 
account number was not readable on the letter we received from you. When we looked through 
the folders regarding the property to find the loan number to reference it, we picked up the wrong 
number. We apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused you. Attached please find a 
corrected copy of this letter. 
Thank you for your tlme and consideration in this matter. 
°1~ '-if~· . :.1#7ZN~ 7/udf/JdA-?--. 
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Dear Loss Mitlgation Department, 
Sent By Fax and Certified Mail 
p.2 
June 30, 2010 
Re: Mortgage Deed on 50 acre property located at 3165 Neff Road, Orofino, Idaho, Loan #0018154567 
We are just now in receipt of your letter dated May 25tti. This letter mocks the proceedings of the last 
several months, but we will respond in a good faith effort to facilitate a resolution acceptable to both 
parties prior ta seeking legal counsel and pursuing indemnification. We have the income and commitment 
to bring our account current if provided the opportunity to do so. We assure you we can and will bring the 
account current if offered a viable repayment plan. Our reputation and performance with other creditors 
demonstfates our commitment and ability to follow through with this assurance. 
Apology 
First. we would like to apologize. We are sorry. We take our commitments seriously and this loan is no 
exception. Though we feel scandalously victimized, we are stlll very sorry for the delinquency of our 
payments. 
Histo,y 
Two years ago we had a credit rating over 700. We don't remember the exact number, but a Wells Fargo 
banker told us it was the first perfect score she had ever personally seen. (Loan records will be able to 
validate this.) The truth is for over 20 years of marriage we have consistently paid our bllls on lime, always 
had strong useable credit, consistently maintained a sizeable income, and faithfully maintained savings for 
unexpected situations. A series of events occurred all at once that changed that and subsequently created 
a financial rnghtmare for us. Here are a few of those things: 
• Loss of income due to near death health issues 
• Loss of income due to new baby and pregnancy complications 
• Loss of income due to injury 
• Loss of available income due to defending a Civil suit regarding this property which cost over $2DOK. 
A drunken contractor assaulted our family, destroyed property in a fit of rage, then sued us for undone 
work. We were denied our rights to a summary judgment. We won the case unanimously but without 
attorney or other costs recovered. 
• Loss of income due to extreme difficulty re-establishing and securing income once the health issues 
were overcome because of the negative hits on our credit rating due to late mortgage payments 
Our savings and emergency plans were so!id[y in place for any one of the above to have occurred but not 
for air five at once. We contacted our creditors before we were ever late on our first payment to explain our 
situation, but there were no programs in place to help us. So we used up our savings and credit trying to 
offset the loss of income until we finally came to the end of our rainy day reservoir. Frankly, this storm was 
mere like a hurricane that sat on top of us for a year. We recognize none of this is your problem and we 
have financial obligations to you regardless of our situation, but this is what led us to our current situation. 
Financial Information 
We have the income to make consistent monthly payments on this account. Our monthly income is in 
excess of $20,000. Monthly expenses, even with currently playing the catch up game, are between 
$16,000 and $18,000. We more than qualify for a fair and reasonable repayment or loan modification plan. 
A few issues to be addressed and documented 
'1. We do not receive mail at the physical property. All correspondence should be ·mailed to the 
mailing address on file. Please contact us by phone to notify us of time sensitive mail. This is 
an extremely rural property and no personal information and/or documentation is to be mailed. to this 
address. Coldwell Banker agreed not to send any mail to the physical address at closing. See closing 
documents. You are hereby trespassed from sending any further correspondence to the physical 
property address. A mailing address was provided to you as the sole contact address. A phone 
number was provided as an alternative contact. Any further correspondence mailed to the physical 
property address will be assumed a blatant attempt to harass, damage and put our personal 
information and identity at risk. You are thereby agreeing to assume all liability for damages or injury 
we might incur as a result of your doing so. Thank you. 
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2. We fonnally request the name(s) and contact information of our investor(s) on this mortgage. 
3. We have made every attempt to make payments on this account. Since Februaiy 5, 201 O all 
payment attempts have been refused. Times and dates are documented. Chase had been accepting 
regular payments from us for almost 6 months. Our last payment was made on January 21, 2010. 
Proof of payments has been provided. When I phoned to make a February payment the loan was in 
the process of being transferred and the payment could not be processed. We were behind in 
payments due to the hardships described above but were actively working with a representative 
towards bringing it-current when the loan was transferred. Once our loan was transferred in February 
2010, our Chase representative could no longer accept payments, and from 1hat time on, 
Coldwell/Mortgage Services has refused to accept any payments in order to relentlessly pursue 
foreclosure, thereby preventing us from curing this default. 
4. We have made a written request for a comprehensive statement of the amount owed on this 
loan. You were informed it was in dispute and no attempt was made to reconcile the account. 
Rather, you refused to accept a payment until we paid the full disputed amount from the 
previous mortgager. Previous correspondence will document our dispute with the default amount. 
Repetitive requests were made for Chase to provide a payment history, payment receipts, a statement 
and/or any documentation to validate the default amount. No documentation was forthcoming. We 
echoed the request to you. You refused. Therefore publishing a public notice that we have not made a 
payment since January 2009 was a reckless misrepresentation of facts and an intentional 
presentation of falsified information. It is slanderous and damaging to our reputation. Our livelihood is 
directly related to our reputation and we have suffered punitive damages due to your defamation oi 
our character. 
5. U is our intention to keep this property. Our first desire is to secure a repayment plan and bring 
this account current; however, we are resolved to legally fight the foreclosure of this property. The 
hard earned equity represented in 1he current appraised value of this property and years of home 
improvements will not be stolen by bullies utilizlng unethical and illegal practices. Documentation and 
expertwitrless testimony will prove ourvictimization throughout this ordeal. We will actively pursue the 
recovery of (a) any appropriate compensation for the fraudulent way our account has been handled 
such as refusal to provide statements/payment receipts/payment history, unwillingness to utilize 
reasonable means of communication, etc; {b) damages for the documented and witnessed abusive 
and unethical tactics and threats used in communications with us including but not limited to physical, 
financial and emotional threats; (c) recovery of all PMI insurance fees illegally collected from us post 
proving appraised values and requesting its removal; {d) recovery of the loss of income suffered due 
to falsified reporting to the credit bureaus, the deliberate abuse of frequent credit checks, etc; (e) 
refund of insurance fees and payments charged after proof of insurance had been provided multiple 
times, compensation for time spent reproducing proof of insurance records, etc: and (f) monetary 
losses sustained because our ability to collect the property equity through other means was destroyed 
by flagrantly abusive collection procedures. Further, we wiU pursue any criminal complaints that might 
lead to charges for individuals, the mortgager, and/or the investors individually and as a whole 
involved in this case. 
Bottom Line - The decision is yours. Choose. 
We are prepared for battle. Two choices: 1) We can turn our energies and financial resources toward. 
bringing this account current 2) We can expend exorbitant legal fees and exhaust every outside resource 
we can avail ourselves ofto assure justice is served in this case. How we proceed will be determined by 
your response to this letter. 
Thank you in advance for helping us find a reasonable and satisfactory resolution for all parties. 
Nick and Donna Nickerson 
425-691-7926 
907
Mortgage Service Center 
P.O. Box 5452 '1-1Mlia·I 
MORTGAGE Mt. Laurel, NJ 0
8054-5452 
Your annual escrow statement 
April 27, 2011 




REDMOND, WA 98073 
ll,l,,l .. l,ll111l111l11ll,I 
CB 
Your escrow account balance 
Your projected balance on May 31, 2011 
Your required balance on May 31, 2011 
Your escrow account overage 




Your escrow account has a surplus of$2,770.36; however, this surplus is 
being retained due to the delinquent status of your mortgage. Once your 
loan returns to a current status, please contact our customer service 
department at the above referenced number to determine if the surplus is 
still valid 
Visit our website for up-to-date information about tax and insurance 
disbursements, recent payments, account balances and more! 




June COUNTY TAX 







December COUNTY TAX 
December COUNTY TAX 
January PMI 
February PMI 





Estimated amounts Estimated amounts 
paid Into your paid out of your 
















Loan number: 0018154567 
Questions? 
Visit us at 
www.MortgageQuestlons.com 
Call toll free 1-888-418-0364 
Fax 1-856-917-8300 
Your current monthly 
mortgage payment 
as of 04/27/2011 
Your new monthly mortgage 
payment effective in June 2011 
Principal and interest 
Escrow deposit* 
Total new monthly payment 
How we calculated your new 





To calculate your new monthly escrow payment, we added 
up the estimated or actual tax and insurance payments on 
your account for the 12 months starting with June 2011, and 





*Your new monthly escrow 










































Continued on next page 
Page 1 of 2 
Your escrow account has a surplus of $2,770.36; however, this surplus is being 
retained due to the delinquent status of your mortgage. Once your loan returns to a 
current status, please contact our customer service department at the above referenced 
number to determine if the surplus is still valid. 
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1111!1 Your escrow accou rojections for the next year (continued) 
Date Description 
April PMI 
Estimated amounts Estimated amounts 
paid into your paid out of your 
escrow account($) escrow account($} 
781.52 187.63 
Estimated escrow 
account balance {$) 
5,145.92 
May PMI 781.52 187.63 5,739.81 
• Your required escrow account balance is the amount required by federal /aw, state law and your mortgage contract. It may 
include a cushion of up to $1, 187.78 /up to 2112ths of the total estimated amount being paid out of yaur escrow account). 
1111!1 What happened in your escrow account during the last year 
Amounts paid into Amounts paid out of 
your escrow account your escrow account 
Date Description Estimated($) Acrual($) Estimated ($) Acrual($) 
Opening balance 
June PMI 572.74 187.63 
June COUNTYTAX 2,286.00 
June COUNlYTAX 24.67 24.67 
June PMI 187.63. 
July PMI 572.74 187.63 
July PMI 187.63· 
August PMI 572.74 187.63 
August PMI 187.63" 
September PMI 572.74 187.63 
September PMI 187.63" 
October PMI 572.74 187.63 
October PMI 187.63" 
November PMI 572.74 187.63 
November PMI 187.63" 
November COUNTYTAX 2,222.68" 
December PMI 572.74 187.63 
December COUNlYTAX 2,286.00 
December COUNlYTAX 24.67 34.16" 
January PMI 572.74 187.63 
January PMI 187.63" 
January PMI 187.63" 
February PMI 572.74 187.63 
February PMI 187.63" 
February HAZARD INS. 2,613.00" 
March PMI 572.74 187.63 
March PMI 187.63" 
April PMI 572.74 15,949.64E 187.63 E 
April PMI 187.63" 
May PMI 572.74 569.63E 187.63 187.63E 
' An asterisk(") beside an amount indicates a difference from projected activity either in the amount or the date. The letter /E) 
beside an amount indicates that the payment or disbursement has not yet occurred, but is estimated to occur as shown. 
Last year, we estimated that the total amount paid out of your escrow account would be $6,872.90. 
Under federal law, your lowest actual escrow account balance should not have been more than $770.22 /up to 2/12ths of the total 
estimated amount paid out of your escrow account). 
Change of name or address 
If your CfA1tact intot rnstlon !:as ehangerJ, p~a~;e glve us Hv~ new 
infrxmation be!cw. 
Name {!irst, middlo, la$!} 
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JUST LAW August 30, 2010 
IDAHO ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
381 SHOUP AVE., SUITE 211 .... P.O. Box 50271 .... IDAHO FALLS, ID 83405-0271 
PH:208-523-9106 Toll-FREE: 1-800-923-9106 .... Fx: 208-523-9146 .... E-MAIL: justlaw@justlawidaho.com 
• qh~\e~ R. and Donna L. Nickerson 
• P.O. Box 3414 
• Rednicind, WA 98073 . ,- ~ i ~ 
: ~ : . 
I I 1 I 
• Ibi: PHH vs. Nickerson/ 0018154567 
\ Jntldsjed please find the reinstatement quote you requested. Total amount due to bring loan 
• chrreb{ on or before 9-15-10 is $51,095.81. Funds must be certified, made payable and sent to 
i o\ul office. I have requested a pay history as requested. I will see what info I can get on the 
i 1'098 1ahd reason for PMI denial. Let me know if you need anything further. 
l I 
} ~ 
' j ! 
• If io* :have any questions, or if I can offer more information, please contact me at 
2'08-523-9106 . 
. l ! l j 







'I. . :~ 
CHARLES C. JUST .... KIPP L. MANwARING , STEVEN W. BOYCE 
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JU~'l' JLAVV September 1, 2010 
IDAHO ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
381 SHOUP AVE., SUITE 211 ... P.O. Box 50271 "' IDAHO FALLS, ID 83405-0271 
Tou~FREE: 1-800-923-9106 ... Fx: 208-523~9146 • E-MAIL: justlaw@justlawidaho.com 
! Ii 
t " ! l 
: qh~~e~ R. and Donna L. Nickerson 
. R.O. Box 3414 
J ~ ~ ~ 
I{e~niqnd, WA 98073 
~. ,r_· ~ ; ,. I t i ~ - [ 
r • ~-~ j 
•. ~ l. . ~ ~ 
~ i ~ ~ 
RE: JiHH vs. Nickerson/ 0018154567 
I I I) 
, En9lqs~d please find the pay history you requested. Let me know if you need anything further. 
111111 . . . · ·. l ! If yo~ have any questions, or if I can offer more information, please conta~t me at 
I l 208-523-9106. . ·. 
! .. ,_.:. ! 11 H . f f ~ ! 
l I TJ\aii.J.<. you ... Bradon Howell 
l ' ! ! l' 
111111 
1 1 n 
IH 
~ ,.; " 
~ ~ ~ 




















CHARLES C. JUST ~ KIPP L. MAN\VARING • STEVEN vV. BOYCE 
911
DATE September 1, 201 o 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 3165 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 63544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0018154567 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTNITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2002 - 12/31/2002 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENH'r 
4001 LEADENHALL RO. 
MT LAUREL, NJ 080~ . 
***"'**""•"*""*• 1111*"',._·-•-••••-•••••••••--•••••*"""'**••'*-••••'""'*•••••••••••••••••••111•••••••••••••••,.•__.....-,.__. • .., .. ,.,. • ..,,,.. .. ,.,...,.. _ _..,,.,,,..._,.••-•••••-•••••1t••*'-•***•••w•*"*""**"*•••**'*"":1i ....... •••*••••••••••••-••••••"**•*•"'••••••:11••••••*•***'•*•••.._.•....,•••--..•"'***.,.. 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Prtnclpal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advanc:e Suspent1e 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount - Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
0018154567 01/01/02 0.00 0.00 (1.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/07/02 142 0.00 0.00 0.00 -285,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -285,000.00 285,000.00 0.00 Cl.OD 0.00 
0018154567 10/22/02 143 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,373.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 :285,000.00 0.00 Cl.DO 0.00 
0018154567 10/23/02 170 12/01/02 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 o.oo o.oo 0.00 0.00 285,000.00 0.00 Cl.DO 0.00 
0018154567 11/25/02 171 12/01/02 0.00 0.00 0.00 266.86 1,491.50 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 .,84,731.14 303.07 Cl.DO 0.00 
0018154567 12/11/02 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 284,731.14 115.44 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/18/02 312 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -14.70 0.00 0.00 :284,731.14 100.74 0.00 O.Clr 
0018154567 12/26/02 171 01/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 270 . .27 1,490.09 303.07 0,00 2,083.43 284,460.87 403.81 Cl.DO 0. 
0018164567 12/31/02 284,460.67 403.81 0.00 O.v ... 
•••••••••-•fl•••111•• .. •••~••,., .. •,,..•11;1t1tl'1U•••••11•*••••••••••••••••••••~w••• .. •••*•*••.....,..,11t••-**"*11 .. it•tt••••tt-****il•••••••••'lll1ut•1t,r****«•••1t**•••ll'•u1Ju11111ll'it.ti1;11ii11••••••**"****.,•******•••••••••-••••-•11•wit•***"'••*11i•.-.tt••••-••••*-****"•••••...-.•****••,rtt11,c11tir,r11111'1*****•••••*il 
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DATE September 1. 2010 THE MORTGAGI=. !SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 3165 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STA TE ZIP OROFINO, ID. 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0018154567 
8CTIVITY F0!3, PERIOD 01/01/2003 • 1213112003 
1tll"'-'llll1t*•••1iti:A•it•••••••.-• .. •••.-••1rt--'ll•••-••'IIRJ0"11••,t••••••11•i1r111• .. •••A• .... •••••trll1tW-.,.••-••••-•••••••••••••••••••••--•1t•r.-.-..1"11r1t.........,.t111••••11L•-••••-••••••••• ..... --•s••-....-•11•••••t11t--•***,.••••-•r•H•••••-••••••••••••••+••••••••*"*••-••••••11•11t•e••••••--•r•-••••.; 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Prlnclpal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advan,ce Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount. Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
0018154567 01/01/03 284,460.67 403.81 10.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/15/03 310 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 284,460.67 216.18 ,Q.00 0.00 
0018154567 01126/03 171 02/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 271.68 1,488.68 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 284,189.19 519.25 I0,00 0.00 
0018154567 02/12/03 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 284,169.19 331.62 I0.00 0.00 
0018154567 02/25/03 171 03/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 273.10 1,487.26 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,916.09 634.69 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 03113/03 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 283,916.09 447.06 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 03124/03 171 04/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 274.53 1,485.83 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,641.56 750.13 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 04/14/03 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 283,641.56 562.50 IJ.00 0.00 
0018154567 04/28/03 171 05/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 275.97 1,484.39 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,365.59 665.57 11.00 0.00 
0016154567 05/14/03 310 04/01/03 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 283,365.59 677.94 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 05'22/03 312 06/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -391.70 0.00 0.00 283,365.59 286.24 IJ.00 0.00 
0018154567 05127/03 171 06/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 277.41 1,462.95 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 283,068.18 589.31 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 06/11/03 310 05/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 283,088.18 401.68 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 06/16/03 312 06/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -14.70 0.00 0.00 263.088.18 386.98 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 06/23/03 171 07/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 278.87 1,481.49 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 282,809.31 690.05 0.00 0.00 
0016154567 07/09103 310 06/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 282,809.31 502.42 . 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 07/26/03 171 06/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 280.32 1,480.04 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 282,528.99 805.49 ll.00 0.00 
0016154567 06/19/03 310 07/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 282,528.99 617.86 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 09/02/03 171 09/01/03 0.00 0;00 0.00 281.79 · 1,478.57 303,07 0.00 2,063.43 262,247.20 920.93 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 09/19/03 310 08/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 282,247.20 733.30 0.00 0 
0018154567 09/23103 171 10/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 283.27 1.477.09 303.07 0.00 2.063.43 281,963.93 1,036.37 0.00 0. 
0018154567 10/17/03 310 09/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 D.OD · D.OD -187.63 O.DO 0.00 281,963.93 848.74 0.00 0.0U 
0018154567 10/22/03 307 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -490.03 0.00 0.00 281,963.93 358.71 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/27/03 171 11101/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 234.75 1,475.61 303.07 0.00 2,063.43 281,679.18 661.76 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/18/03 310 10/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 28167916 47415 000 000 
0016154567 11725/03 171 12701/03 0.00 O.DO 0.00 200.24 1,474.12 255.36 0.00 2;015.72 281,392.94 729.51 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12102103 312 12101/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,065.09 0.00 0.00 281,392.94 -335.58 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/02/03 161 01/01/04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 335.58 0.00 0.00 281,392.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/11/03 312 12/01/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -159.19 0.00 0.00 281,392.94 -159.1$ 0.00 0.00 
0016154567 12/11/03 161 01/01/04 0.00 O.OD 0.00 0.00 0.00 159.19 0.00 0.00 281,392.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0016154567 12/18103 310 11101/03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261,392.94 -187.63 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/18/03 161 01/01/04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 187.63 0.00 0.00 261,392.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/30/03 171 01/01/04 0.00 0.00 0.00 287.74 1.472.62 255.36 0.00 2,015.72 281.105.20 255.36 (l.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/30/03 166 01/01/04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -255.36 0.00 0.00 281,105.20 0.00 (l.00 0.00 
0018154567 12131/03 281,105.20 0.00 0.00 0.00 ······*-.. **·"······"*"*'··················-................ .,.tr••tr11••······ .... ······--······"'*"·"·-···••••tt« ....................................... ...,. ...... _ .. .,."""'*"**•••••tt••.••••••-·••*••.-....111•it••••1tll*tt"*"*"'*········· ... ~ ..... ...,." •• * .... ,., ..................... ;.. .................................... ..,. •• ..., 
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DATE September 1, 2010 THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 3165 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0018154567 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2005- 12/31/2005 
••••••••••••""*•••• .. •••••••••••-••••.,.•••--••••..,••••-••••••-••-*..,.*•-•••••••-••*-••••••..;..••••-•.;••--..-•••••-•-•11w11••••"•••••*•-••--·--••••-•-•--••--••-••••••**"*"**"*..,..•••---•••w1J<•••••••*•••'*'•*•••****"'*****"'"""''**"'*****"'*'' ... "*••••••••••,..,..• 
Tranaaction Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advam:e Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
0018154567 01/01/05 277,838.95 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/04/05 171 01/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 306.34 1,454.02 505.27 0.00 2,265.63 :277,532.61 505.27 (1.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/04/05 168 01/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -6.80 0.00 0.00 277,532.61 498.47 ().00 0.00 
0018154567 01/18105 351 11/01/04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,815.00 0.00 0.00 277,532.61 -1,316.53 Cl.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/18/05 161 02/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,316.53 0.00 0.00 277,532.61 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/20/05 310 12/01/04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 277,532.61 -187.63 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/20/05 161 ,02/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 187.63 0.00 0.00 277,532.61 0.00 ().00 0.00 
0018154567 01/28105 171 02/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 307.94 1,452.42 505.27 0.00 2,265.63 277,224.67 505.27 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/28/05 168 02/01/05 0.00 0.00. 0.00 0.00 0.00 -505.27 0.00 0.00 277,224.67 0.00 Cl.DO 0.00 
0018154567 02/07/05 163 03/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,815.00 , 0.00 0.00 277,224.67 1,815.00 (l.00 0.00 
0018154567 02107(05 168 03/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -99ll.69 0.00 0.00 :277,224.67 816.11 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 02/16/05 310 01/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 277,224.67 628.48 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 02124/05 171 03/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 309.55 1,450.81 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 276,915.12 1,228.76 0.00 0,00 
0018154567 03/17/05 310 02/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 276,915.12 1,041.13 Cl.OD 0.00 
0018154567 03/26/05 171 04/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 311.17 1,449.19 600.28 0.00 2,$60.64 :276,603.95 1,641.41 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 04120/05 310 03/01/05 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 276,603.95 1,453.78 Cl.00 0.00 
0018154567 04/29/05 171 05/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 312.80 1,447.56 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 276,291.15 2,054.06 ().00 0.00 
0018154567 05/18/05 a10 04/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 276,291.15 1,866.43 ().00 0.00 
0018154567 05/24/05 312 06/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,251.92 0.00 0.00 :276,291.15 614.51 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 05/31/05 171 06/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 314.44 1,445.92 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 275,976.71 1,214.79 D.00 0.00 
0016154567 06/21/05 -,10 05/01/05 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 o.oo -167.63 0.00 0.00 275,976.71 1,027.16 0.00 {l 
0018154567 06/30/05 171 07/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 316.06 1,444.28 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 275,660.63 1,62.7.44 o.oo (I 
0018154567 07/29/05 171 08/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 317.74 1,442.62 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 275,342.89 2,227.72 IJ.00 o.ov 
0018154567 08/01/05 310 06/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 :275,342.89 2,040.09 0.00 0.00 
0016154567 06/17/05 310 07/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 275,342.89 1,852.46 tJ.00 0.00 
0018154567 08/29/05 171 09/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 3j9:4!:! ::1,11!:! !!6 flQ02!i a oo 2 360 64 2:ZS,02349 2 452 :Z4 IJ 00 000 
0018154567 09/21/05 310 08/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 275,023.49 2,265.11 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 09/27/05 171 10/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 321.07 1,439.29 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 274,702.42 2,865.39 ().00 0.00 
0018154567 10/18/05 307 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,425.82 0.00 0.00 :274,702.42 1,439.57 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/19/05 310 09/01/05 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 274,702.42 1,251.94 0.00 0,00 
0018154567 10/.26/05 171 11/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 322.75 1.437.61 600.28 0.00 2,360.64 274,379.67 1,852.22 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/28/05 171 12/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 324.44 1,435.92 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 274,055.23 2,248.50 IJ.00 0.00 
0018154567 11129/05 312 12101/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,293.32 0.00 0.00 274,055.23 955.18 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12105/05 310 10/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187,63 0.00 0.00 274,055.23 767.55 0.00 0.00 
0016154567 12121(05 310 11/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 274,055.23 579.92 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12130/05 171 01/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 326.14 1,434.22 :!96.28 0.00 2,156.64 273,729.09 976.20 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/31/05 273,729.09 976.20 IJ.00 0.00 





September 1, 2010 
DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0016154567 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2006-12/31/2006 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
••1ttr•11•*lt***•••,a,•tr•••••-••*••• .. tt••**••••••,..••--•••1t-•11••fl'lll',t•.,,ni,1111'111*ill'*****-••••****•fr-•••••:r•*<t*Yr*!'•x1t...-111"HtfUtfl''lt'ltll1'1liill'*H*ttfr**-"* .... llfrH*'*"·-•••••r111•s*ll'ol<H"***•'llJ1"1tt11f««Jil1'ill***H*fr**• ... •*••••••••t1•***"**•••1t1t,tW•1lol1n1'1iollklt'***"'*••••••••'*•••ot••••1t*«*fl"**1t1'111',-cJr'IUlll'llll«A-**"•••••••' 
Transaction Fees Fees suspense Principal Interest .·Escrow Advance Total IPrlnclpal Escrow Advanri;e Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code DI.le DatG Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount . Balance Balance Balan<:e Balance 
0018154567 01/01/06 273,729.09 976.20 ll.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/19/08 310 12/01/05 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 273,729.09 788.57 1}.00 0.00 
0016154567 01/30/06 172 02/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 327.64 1,432.52 395.68 0.00 2,156.04 273,401.25 1,184.25 1).00 0.00 
0016154567 02/22/06 310 01/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 273,401.25 996.62 IJ.00 0.00 
00181.54567 02123/06 171 , 03/01106 0.00 0.00 0.00 329.56. 1,430.80 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 :273,071.69 1,392.90 ll.00 0.00 
0018154567 03/16/00 310 02/01/08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 273,071.69 1,205.27 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 03/28/06 171 04/01106 0.00 0.00 0.00 331.28 1,429.08 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 272,740.41 1,601.55 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 04/18/06 310 03/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 · 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272,740.41 1,413.92 IJ.00 0.00 
0018154567 04/25106 171 05/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 333.02 1,427.34 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 . 272,407.39 1,810.20 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 05/23/06 310 04/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272,407.39 1.622.57 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 05/23/06 312 06/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,293.32 0,00 0.00 272,407.39 329.25 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 05/26106 171 06/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 334.76 1,425.60 396.26 o.oo 2,156.64 272,072.63 725.53 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 06121/06 310 05/01/06 · 0.00 0.00 0.00 · 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272,072.63 537.90 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 06127/06 171 07/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 336.51 1,423.85 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 271,736.12 934.18 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 07/16/06 310 06io1/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271,736.12 746.55 ll.00 0.00 
0018154567 07/25/06 171 08/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 338.27 1,422.09 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 271,397.86 1,142.83 IJ.00 0.00 
0018154567 06/17/06 310 07/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271,397.85 955.20 0.00 0 ,.-
0018154567 08122106 171 09/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 340.04 1,420.32 39(>-28 0.00 2,156.64 · :271,057.81 1,351.48 0.00 C. 
0018154567 09/20/06 307 0.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 -79.16 0.00 0.00 271,057.81 1,272.32 0.00 O.Du 
0018154567 09/21/06 310 08/01/00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271,057.81 1,084.69 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 09/28/06 171 10/01/06 0.00 0.00 0,00 341.82 1,418.54 396.28 0.00 2,156.64 270,715.99 1,460.97 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/20/06 310 09/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270,715.99 1,293.34 0.00 0.00 
0131§4§67 10/30:EIS 172 11161106 MB 11.06 0.00 343.61 1,416.75 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 .270,372.38 1,696.52 IJ.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/30/06 175 12/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.46 0.00 o.oo 0.00 1.46 270,370.92 1,696.52 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 11/15/06 310 10/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270,370.92 1,508.89 1).00 0.00 
0018154667 11/27/06 172 12/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 345.42 1,414.94 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 270,025.50 1,912.07 1).00 0.00 
0016154567 11/28/06 312 12/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,384.61 0.00 0.00 270,025.50 527.46 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 12/19/06 310 11/01/06 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270,025.50 339.83 1).00 0.00 
0016154567 12/29/06 171 01/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 347.23 1,413.13 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 269,678.27 743.01 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/31/06 269,678.27 743.01 1).00 0.00 ••••• .. •• .. •••••••*••••••••••••*-"''"',\*ftwa•11.._111,.-.a.-. .. .,,,_,......,,,ll'tr••tt'l\1l*"*-***•********•••••1t•••tjt**"'**l'rt..,.'1t111talloll'l\il*****1lllli****••••• ..... ••***"'•~*11t*•tt't***11nr'lll'll.ltJr11'll1Ulllrll*il'*******fll****'***••••tlt11'tt111;11'.t1t*••*"1'!1tl'l'111'tt•~trikf'·····'***"""' ...................... :t11:lt:«.rr••1t•"'1'•1'1'!11Jlilt"lrtrll'*1r**il•***•*******••-. 
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DATE September 1, 2010 THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 3165 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0018154567 
ACTIVITY FQR PERIOD 01/01/2001 • 12/31/Z007 
••*•••••***"**•••••••••., .............. ,.•••***""*••••••1111111t••••****•••••••••• .. •••••*••..,.,••ll'tt-t-111t.i:-•••ir•tr••"lll11*"'*•••••tt••••••n•••••..,,.•11ll1t***'"tt•**•""'rr,.•••**"**•1ttt•• .. •••••••••"*"'"•• .. «*fl"**....,..•••••11:•***"'*******ilrf***"*"'•*•••••'*111••tt1:1111•~*•1t••••,r11ftit11••••"***••••••• .. ••*•*•*" 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advan<:e Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balam:e Balance 
0018154567 01/01/07 269,678.27 74,>.01 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/18/07 310 12/01/06 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 269,678.27 555.38 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 01/31/07 171 , 02/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 349.04 1,411.32 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 269,329:23 956.56 0.00 0.00 
OOHl1.54567 02/18/07 310. 01/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 269,329.23 770.93 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 0'2127/07 171 03/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 350.87 1,409.49 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 268,978.36 1,174.11 1).00 0.00 
0018154567 03/15/07 310 02/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268,978.36 986.48 ().00 0.00 
0018154567 04/02/07 171 04/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 352.71 1,407.65 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 268,625.65 1,389.66 ().00 0.00 
0018154567 04/18/07 310 03/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268,625.65 1,202.03 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 04/25/07 171 05/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 354.55 1,405.81 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 268,271.10 1,605.21 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 05/17/07 310 04/01(07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268,271.10 1,417.58 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 05/23/07 312 06/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,384.61 0.00 0.00 268,271.10 32.97 (),00 0.00 
0018154567 05/25/07 171 06/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 356.41 1,403.95 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 267,914.69 436.15 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 06/20/07 310 05/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 267,914.69 248.52 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 06/25/07 173 07/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 358.27 1,402.09 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 267,556.42 651.70 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 06125/07 175 08/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 :267,556.32 651.70 1).00 o.r 
0018154567 07/19/07 310 06/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 .267,556.32 464.07 0.00 0. 
0018154567 07/24/07 171 08/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 360.15 1,400.21 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 267,196.17 867.25 0.00 0.01.J 
0018154567 08/15/07 310 07/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 267,196.17 679.62 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 08/28/07 171 09/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 362.03 1,398,33 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 266,834.14 1,082.80 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 09/20/07 310 08/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 :266,834.14 895.17 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 09128JQ7 171 18/{)1/07 a.ea a.ea 0.60 363.!13 t,3!16.43 403.18 0.00 2,163.54 .266,470.21 1,298.35 ll.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/18/07 310 09/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -167.63 0.00 0.00 266,470.21 1,110.72 ().00 0.00 
0018154567 10/23/07 310 10/01/07 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 266,470.21 923.09 0.00 o,oo 
0018154567 10/24/07 310 11/01/07 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 :266,470.21 735.46 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/01/07 156 0.00 0.00 0.00 266,470.21 0.00 0.00 0.00 266,470.21 0.00 735.46 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/31/07 0.00 735.46 0.00 0.00 





September 1, 2010 
DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0018154567 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2008 -12/31/2008 
THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 












































CITY STATE ZIP 
LOAN NUMBER: 
September 1, 2010 
DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF ROAD 
OROFINO, ID, 83544 
0018154567 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD 01/01/2009~ 12/31/2009 
THE MORTGAGE :SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT [AUREL, NJ 08054 
ft11t•11t••******••••••• .... .,.."'"'1lt'll'a•1111r*1ttt1n111.'111t#'.tlr*'"'**'***•***•• .. •111• .. •111t••..._1t•**'*•••**,....••••••••••••,.•••*-•*•"'*"",.•••••._*_.**--•••*_..* .... •••""**l!'•-"••******•-•• .. •-*-•"'J111='ll:ll!'****A**•*•*******•*1t"'~"'-.*sr•s••••-11t*****•******"•-••*,..•*"•••"l'01•1r'lr**T**"'""*••••••ll••-..-•--•t 
Trans;,ctlon Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advanoce Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
0018154567 01101109 --2s5,ootH>o- o.oo -~o.oo -- o.oo 
0018154567 12/31/09 285,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 fl•••w,ir11;-,.,:*C*tt•••••••••*1"'""""'*••*«*-,.•••11r'll•vt••••••••••••••r••••••*'1111'wt••••••tr•tr•1111fltH•••••• .... ••••-•111•1ttttt:fl•••J1t1t•••'lll'lllllf***tt*•••-••••••1t1t•••T•afl:tt••1'1illll'lt'll*A***'**•**••• ..... 'fl'.****•*••1t••••1tA*h**"'H*'**"'***••,...,***•••1ttrff**""****"'*"'**w-,1,**""..,,.* .. •••••Jt'lll•'l<.*•* .. -*.***••••r••'ll<i!:f/l:_., .. , 
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DATE September 1, 2010 
THE MORTGAGE :SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LE:ADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
MORT NAME DONNA NICKERSON 
STREET 3165 NEFF ROAD 
CITY STA TE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 
LOAN NUMBER: 0018154567 
6CTIVIT)'. FOR PERIOD 01/01/2010 • 09/01/2010 ,. ............. 111••••••••• .. 11:1l'lw-w•••••••:a••••-••••••••••tt••••n•,n•11••••"""*•••••••••*••••••-•••ttr•••••••••••*•"*.,.*****••••..,.••••••••-•••--"'**'*••fll••11••••••*•••••-•••-•••**"'••••••••l'l'//J/lf••••********••••1t•••*••••w•••••••••••••-11••••••••••••••••••,.,•**•-•,,••11t••••••••••., Transactl<>n Fees Fe-ea Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advance Susperu Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balanil:e BalancEo 0018154567 01/01/10 
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0018154567 02/11/10 142 0.00 0.00 0.00 #t;'!J1E#71ff;'Ji 0.00 0.00 0.00 IIJll#lfitilllll' 261,170.62 0.00 0.00 0,00 . 0018154567 03/04/10 170 01/01/09 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.754.00 0.00 1,754.00 261,170.62 1,754.00 0.00 o.oo 0018154567 03/04/10 132 13.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.25 261,170.62 1,754.00 0.00 0.00 0018154567 03/16/10 310 02/01/10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -375.26 0.00. 0.00 261,170.62 1.378.74 p.oo 0.00 0018154567 03/24/10 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00 261,170.62 1,378.74 100.00 0.00 0018154567 04/01/10 161 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 7,215.19 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 8,593.93 100.00 0.00 0018154567 04/01/10 305 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo -8,593.93 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 100.00 0.00 0018154567 04/02/10 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 70.00 0.00 261.110:s2 0.00 170.00 0.00 0018154567 04/13/10 173 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 8,593.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6,593.93 261,170.62 o.rio 170.00 8,593.93 0018154567 04/13/10 173 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,116.00 0.00 1,116.00 261,170.62 1,116.00 170.00 8,593.93 0016154567 04/13/10 168 01/01/09 0.00 0,00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1.116.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 170.00 8,593.93 0016154567 04/16/10 147 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 -8,523.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 17•0.00 70.00 0018154567 04/16/10 170 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 -70.00 0.00 0.00 70.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 70.00 17<0.00 0.00 0018154567 04/16/10 168 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -70.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 17<0.00 0.00 0018154567 04/16/10 152 88.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261,170.62 0.00 170.00 0.00 0016154567 04/27/10 132 13.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.25 261.170.62 0.00 170.00 0.00 0018154567 05/05/10 161 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2,613.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 2,613.00 1710,00 0.00 0018154567 05/05/10 351 02/01/10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2,613.00 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 17!0.00 0.00 001B154567 05/07/10 173 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6,867.07 0.00 6,867.07 261,170.62 6,867.07 17!0.00 0.00 0018154567 05/07/10 168 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ~.867.07 0.00 0.00 261.170.62 0.00 · 170.00 0.00 0016154567 05/17/10 161 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 187.63 0.00 0.00 261.170.62 187.63 · 171J.00 0.00 0018154567 05/17/10 310 04/01/10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 171J.OO O' 0018154567 05/17/10 152 88.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261,170.62 0.00 171J.00 0. 0018154567 05/21/10 161 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1,670.64 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 1,670.64 171),00 0.00 0018154567 05/21/10 312 06/01/10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1,670.64 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 170.00 0.00 0016154567 06/07/10 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 50.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 220.00 0.00 0016154567 06/07/10 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 50.00 0 0 '261 H!l62 000 210 00 0 00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 250.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 521).00 0.00 0018154567 06/07/10 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 150.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 671).00 0.00 0018154567 06/16/10 161 01/01/09 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 24.67 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 24.67 670.00 0.00 0018154567 06/16/10 312 06/01/10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -24.67 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 670.00 0.00 0018154567 06/22/10 161 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 187.63 670.00 0.00 0018154567 06/22/10 310 05/01/10 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 670.00 0.00 00181~567 07/22/10 161 01101/09 0.00 0.00 Q.00 0.00 0.00 187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 187.63 671).00 0.00 0018154567 07/22110 310 06/01/10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 670.00 0.00 0018154567 07/30/10 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 :261, 170.62 0.00 671).00 0.00 0016154567 08/19/10 161 01/01/09 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 187.63 670.00 0.00 0018154567 08/19/10 310 07/01/10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 261,170.62 0.00 670.00 0.00 0018154567 08/24/10 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261.170.62 0.00 670.00 0.00 0016154567 09/01/10 
261,170.62 0.00 670.00 0.00 
•••••'*•••••••••••••• .. •,..•••-•••t1,..'11"_'111••••'**11,,1,•#,••••••••••-•••t::-••••••s••1111f'!l:a,r•* .. "'"'***•*••••-••••••••••••'!"•U11:A•••••,u1:1t•••••****'**•*•••-••1t•-••****• .. ••••-••••-•••••••••••••IO'w~•"'*'*'•••*"',.."-•l'l"•*••••*•*•••-*****_...******"'"""*•'fl•••* .. **"'"'•••••,r"l'tll',...,,. ........ .o:•• .. '11:1llt>fA,t•A• ... 
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JUST LAW September 1, 2010 
IDAHO ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
.. ··. . 381 SHOUP AVE., SUITE 211 ... P.O. Box 50271 ... IDAHO FALLS, ID 83405-0271 
Pfi.:208-523-9106 ToLL·FREE: 1•800-923-9106 • Fx: 208-523·9146 • EMMAIL: justlaw@justlawidaho.com 
. Gh~Ies R. and Donna L. Nickerson 
• ~.Q. Box 3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
t 
. iii: IPHH vs. Nickerson / 0018154567 
. ~nclqs~d please find the payoff quote good thru 9-15-10. Total amount due to pay loan in full 
· o'n br'.before said date is $297,325.43. Funds must be certified, made payable and sent to our 
• o'~ce. '. Let me know if you need anything further. 
~ ~ 
; ' 
~ ~ ~ 
~ 1 i 
! j: 
If you have any questions, or if I can offer more information, please contact me at 
. 208-523-9106. 
i f ~a~ you ... Bradon Howell 
~ ~ :; ~ 
CHARLES C. JUST • KIPP L. MANWARING • STEVEN W. BOYCE 
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JUST LAW · June 16. 2010 
IDAHO ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
----,-····-··-···--(:,:·=::.~\ 381 SHOUP AVE., SUITE 211 • P.O. Box 50271 • lDAHo FALLS, ID 83405-0271 ·--·------··········-·--··· ',· ' \ ··:::.:;:::··· .,..,--::::'Jr----·-\\, P~! 208-523-9106 TOLL-FREE: l-800-923-9106 • Fx: 208-523-9146 • E-MAIL: justlaw@justlawidaho.com 
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PHH Mortgage Corporation v. Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. 
Nickerson, a married person 
Loan no. 0018154567 
i • ~ 
! ~ ~ompliance with Idaho Law, concerning non-judicial foreclosure, I am sending you the Notice of l 'ttjtstee's Sale and a copy of the Notice of Default concerning the above referred loan. Said notice 
1 i~ fequired to be sent to you as an interested party or a potentially interested party. 
! l j 
i Asjindicated on the enclosed Notice of Trustee's Sale this property will sell at Trustee's Sale on 
j Qqtober 21, 2010. Please call me at this office to discuss the following alternatives to Foreclosure: 
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Bradon K. Howell 
Foreclosure Specialist 
,":,'J' ..... .:,:.-.~i., ..... ~=?.-.:SU,...;=~~;;,=-a...~..:=fl:.tcO"a-.ui•'..i: ., 
CHARLES C. JUST• KIPP L. MANwARING • STEVEN W. BOYCE • JASON R. RAMMELL 
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From: Bradon K. Howell 
Date: 10/7/2010 3:54:53 PM 
To: jmitchell@clarkandfeeney.com 
Subject: Fw: Nickerson / T27350 
John, 
Page 1 of 1 
Per your letter dated today, below please find our e-mail which was sent to Clearwater title 
to cancel the sale regarding your clients property. We were not aware of the qualifications 
for this JD FC until your client advised us of the intended purposes of said property. We 
are awaiting instructions from our client to proceed with a Judicial Foreclosure. 
Let me know if you need anything further. 
Thanks! 
Bradon Howell 





,From: Bradon K. Howell 
···· Date: 9/23/2010 9:43:03 AM 
·., · To: Clearwater County Land Title 
Subject: Nickerson / T27350 
Please cancel sale set for 10-21-10 as we are going to do a Judicial 
Foreclosure on this property. 
Thanks! 
Bradon Howell 






F!O N T. 8 LE;WE;TT 
WILLIAM .J E:~E.MY CARR 
F"AUL THOMAS C:LAR~ 
.JE:NNIF'E:R 8, DOUGLASS 
'n·IOMAS W. FEE:.NEY 
SCOTT D. GALLINA•• 
JONATHAN £). HAL.LY 
F!USE G • .JUNES• 
TINA L KERNAN u 
.JOHN C, MITC:HE:L.L. 
OOUGI.AS L. MLI.SHLl1Z 
CHARLES M. STROSCI-IE:IN., 
CONNIE: T.e,noR •• 
'. 1..ICENSEO IN \'IASt-111\lGTON Ii ORE:t!ON ONl.1' 
•• 1.1ce:rvse:o IN 1Mt,O Ii 'flASl11NGTi:IN 
LAW OFFICE:S Of 
CLARK A ND FEENEY, LLP 
Tl-IE: TRAIN STATION. su,,.e: 106 
1.:as MAIN .STFH::.e:"I' 
F",0, ClRAWER 286 
l.E:WISTON, IOAHO e.:aso, 
October 7, 2010 
Sent Via Fac5imile To: (208) 523-9146 
JUST LAW, INC. 
ATTN: BRANDON HOWELL 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls? Idaho 83405 
Re: PHHv. Nir:kerson/0018154567 
Dear Bradon: 
Ti:1.i::Pj,jorui: 
(208) 74.3.51:,; I e 
!soo) -ees-es re 
FAA 
(l::OB) 74'5,S I EiO 
crlow@lawlston.com 
2 Total Pages __ 
My name is John Mitchell and oi.:u: finn represents Donna an.cl Charles NicJ..::erson. I am writing this 
letter regarding a Trustee's Sale you currently have scheduled for 11 :00 a.m. on October 21, 2010 
at Clearwater County Land Title in Orofino on property owned by my clients. 
The property that you are attempting to non judicially foreclose upon is fifty (50) acres of agricultural 
property. Deeds of Trust and nonjudicial foreclosures cannot be used on 50 acres of.agricultural 
property and thus we are requesting you cancel the Trustee's Sale you have scheduled regarding this 
property. 
In additioil, assuming that nonjudicial foreclosure was an appropriate remedy, which it is absolutely 
not in this case, my clients never received proper notice) have not received proper opportunity to 
cure, and have tmsuccessfully tried to contact the beneficiaries. My c_lients have on numerous 
occasions tried to contact the beneficiaries but have not received any response, As such we are 
asking that you cancel the Trustee Sale. 
Please provide me with ,v.ntten confirmation that the Trustee's Sale has been cancelled, by 5:00 p.rn. 
Tuesday, October 12, 2010. !fl have not gotten confirmation by that date I will file a Complaint 
and request a stay be entered with regard to the sale. If a Complaint is filed, we will pursue every 
claim my clients have against the beneficiaries. Please keep in mind that as Trustee, if this sale 
improperly goes forward, you may additionally may be responsible for my clients' damages. 
924
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JUST LAW, INC. 
October 7, 2010 
Page2 
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CLARK and FEENEY 
11V, 't OJ; r. LI L 
The pages comprising this fac.stmile rntn.smission contain confidential information from the office of Clark and F er;ney. 
This information is intended solely for use by the individual entity named as the recipient hereof If you are not the 
inrended recipienr, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of the contents of this transmi$.sion is 
prohibited. If you hr:tve received this transmission in error, please notify us by telephone immediately .ro we m~ arrange 
to retrieve this trammi.ssion at no cost to you 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
LE'.WISTON. IDAHO B.!50 I 
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Jun. I?. LUIU L:UtJ-rlVI t,learwater 1111e 
,~= 
lnstrum ........ # 214462 
CLEARWATER COUNTY , OROFINO, mAHO 
6-14-2010 02:43:S2 No. of Pages: 2 
Recorded for : CCL T "' 
CARRIE BIRD Fi: S~ 
Ex.ot'l'ic:io RecorMr Deputy ,Jd1 J 
---•.=,o,~~ 
NOTICE OF DEFAULT 
Under the Deed of or transfer in trust executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and 
Charles R. Nickerson, a married person as Grantor(s) with Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation 
as Beneficiary, under the Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190568, in the 
records of Clearwater Coll,llty, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was 
subsequently assigned to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A. as instrument no. 207590 recorded 
December 20, Z007, rei;ords of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of 
Trust was subsequently assigned to PHH Mortgage Corporation. 
More particularly described as follows: 
Situate m the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East., Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWI/4, SE1/4 SWt/4 NWl/4 
Said Beneficiary hereby gives notice that a breach of the obligation for which such transfer 
in security has occurred, the nature of such breach being the failure to pay the amount due under the 
certain Promissory Note and Deed of Trust., in tb.e amounts called for thereunder as follows: 
· Monthly payments in the amount of $2,328.99 for the months of January 2009 through and 
including to the date of sale, and late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum owing on 
the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal plus late fees, service 
charges, attorney's fees, costs of this foreclosure, any and all funds expended by Beneficiary to 
protect its security interest., and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28 % from December 1, 2008, 
together with delinquent ta:x;es until the date of sale. 
926
The Beneficiary elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold to satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 11th day of June, 2010. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
,,,J-US.,JY:(,,AW, INC-./ ... , 
/ h;// ///'9· 
~11/~- /~>r~ 
· Trustee t~_.. .... · 
Attorney for the Beneficiary 
On this 11th day of June, 2010, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the 
State of Idaho, personally appeared Charles C. Just, known to me to be the President of the 
corporation that executed this instrument or the person who executed the instrument on behalf of 
said corporation, whose name is subscribed to within instrument and acknowledged to me that such 
corporation executed the same as such Trustee. 
927
instrument 'If ..i::-1 "'4ou 
~ CLEARWATER COUNTY, OROFINO, IDAHO 2 1 4 4 {! 0 
6-14-2010 02:43:52 No. of Pages: 
Recorded for : CCL T 
CARRIE BIRD . Fe~. 3.00 "A 
Ex-Officio Recorder Deputy ~ 
Index to: TRUSTEE, APPOINTMENT 0~ ~ 
~ APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEE 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
That Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson, a married 
person, is/are the Grantor(s), and Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation, is the 
beneficiary on a Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 2002, in the records of Clearwater 
County, Idaho as Instrument No. 190568. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust 
was subsequently assigned to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A., recorded December 20, 
2007 as Instrument No. 207590. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was 
subsequently assigned to PHH Mortgage Corporation. 
The undersigned, who is the present Beneficiary under said Deed of Trust 
desires to appoint rusT LAW, INC., whose address is 381 Shoup Ave., Suite 211, P.O. 
Box 50271, Idaho Falls, Idaho, 83405. Said Trustee shall have all powers, effective 
forthwith. 
. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I liave hereunto set my hand and seal this __j_ day of 
Ju 11&- , 20 ,-o. . · 
STATE OF A_k1,u 11'.d4( 




PHH Mortgage Corporation 
On this!::{__ day of j,. ,,aL 20/o , before me, the undersignt\g, a Notary 
Public in and for the State of) k,.w ~ , personally appeared ;l-1~ __). , 
#t-1 Lk , kno n to me to be the 1/r c..e £,ceaz dvi£t of 
the corporation that executed this instrument or the person who executed the instrument 
on behalf of said corporation and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the 
same. 
IN WITNESS WH. EREOF, I have hereunt~set y hand and offici 
<-1 day of r;./;,,ie_ , 201 O. . . 
_J__ !.r ,._ - - \ \ 
' ~.~~~~~~~=== 
seal this 
Loan No. 0018154567 
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214459 
Instrument # 214459 
CLEARWATER COUNTY, OROFINO, IDAHO 
6-14-2010 02:40:55 No. of Pages: 2 
Recorded for : CCL T 
CARRIE BIRD Fe :°"6.00 
Ex-Officio Recorder Deputy.~~~~12!!!!~~LJ'I'(_/ 
Index to: ASSIGNMENT, DEED OF TRUST 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST . -
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT FOR VALUE RECEIVED, J.P. 
Morgan Chase BankN.A., AS BENEFICIARY, hereinafter referred to as "Assignor", does 
hereby, 'Without recourse, sell, assign, endorse and transfer 1mto, PHH Mortgage Corporation all 
of its right, title and interest in and to the following: 
1. That certain Deed of Tm.st Note in the original amount of $285,000.00 
and all monies and interest due or to become due thereon, which was executed by 
Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson, a married person, 
and made payable to Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation; and 
2. That certain Deed of Trust, which was executed by Donna Nickerson, a married 
person and Charles R. Nickerson, a married person, naming First American Title as Original 
Trustee, and subsequently to Just Law, Inc., as Successor Trustee, with Coldwell Bank 
Mortgage, a corporation as the Beneficiary, under the Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 
· '.2002 as Instrument No. 190568, in the records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial 
interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A., 
recorded December 20, 2007 as Instrument No. 207590; and 
3. All of that certain real property described in the Deed of Trust 
mentioned above and which is described as follows: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SEl/4 SWl/4 NWl/4 
929
.,t .. 
This Assigmnent shall be bin.ding upon the successors and assigns of the Assignor. 
Dated this 9th day of-'J"'--u=n=e"'------·' 20 _!Q_. 




J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A. 
On this __2_t.b day of Jou e 20---1.D, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and 
for the State of Louisian9 personally appeared Kirsten Bailey , known to 
me to be the Vice President of the corporation that executed this instrument or the 
person who executed the instrument on behalf of said corporation and acknowledged to me that 
such corporation executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and official seal this 9th day of 
June 20 10. 
Loan No. 0018154567 
Notary Public for Ouachita P rish 
Residing at 780 Kansas Lane, Monroe, LA 
Commission expires: __.L~i~f~e~t~i .... m ,,.e ___ _ 
Katrina Marie Johnson #68375 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST AND DEED OF TRUST NOTE 
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JUST LAW, INC. 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
(208) 523-9106 FAX (208) 523-9146 
Toll Free 1-800-923-9106 
NOTICE OF TRUSTEE'S SALE 
On October 21, 2010, at the hour of 11:00 o'clock AM of said day, at Clearwater County 
Land Title Company, Inc., 131 Michigan Ave., Orofino, Idaho, JUST LAW, INC., as Successor 
Trustee, will sell at public auction to the highest bidder, for cash, in lawful money of the United 
States, all payable at the time of sale; the following described real property, situated in the County 
of Clearwater, State of Idaho, and described as follows to wit: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SEl/4 SWl/4 NWl/4 
The Trustee has no knowledge of a more particular description of the above referenced real 
property, but for purposes of compliance with Section 60-113 Idaho Code, the Trustee has been 
informed the address of 3165 Neff Road, Orotlno, ID, is sometimes associated with the said real 
property. 
This Trustee's Sale is subject to a bankruptcy filing, a payoff, a reinstatement or any other 
conditions of which the Trustee is not aware that would cause the cancellation of this sale. Further, 
if any of these conditions exist, this sale may be null and void, the successful bidder's funds shall be 
returned, and the Trustee and the Beneficiary shall not be liable to the successful bidder for any 
damages. 
Said sale will be made without covenant or warranty regarding title, possessions or 
encumbrances to satisfy the obligation secured by and pursuant to the power of sale conferred in the 
Deed of Trust executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson, a 
married person, as Grantor(s) with Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation as the Beneficiary, 
under the Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 2002, as Instrument No. 190568, in the records of 
Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned 
to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A., recorded December 20, 2007, as Instrument No. 207590. The 
Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to PHH Mortgage Corporation 
recorded June 14, 2010, as Instrument No. 214459, in the records of said County. 
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THE ABOVE GRANTORS ARE NAMED TO COMPLY WITH SECTION 45-1506(4)(a), 
IDAHO CODE. NO REPRESENTATION IS MADE THAT THEY ARE, OR ARE NOT, 
PRESENTLY RESPONSIBLE FOR THIS OBLIGATION. 
The default for which this sale is to be made is the failure to pay the amount due under the 
certain Promissory Note and Deed of Trust, in the amounts called for thereunder as follows: 
Monthly payments in the amount of $2,328.99 for the months of January 2009 through and 
including to the date of sale, together with late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum 
owing on the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal, plus service 
charges, attorney's fees, costs of this foreclosure, any and all funds expended by Beneficiary to 
protect their security interest, and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28% from December 1, 2008, 
together with delinquent taxes plus penalties and interest to the date of sale. 
The Beneficiary elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold to satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 16th day of June, 2010. 
Tammie Harris 
Trust Officer for 
Just Law, Inc. 
For information concerning this sale please contact Just Law, Inc. at www.justlawidaho.com 
or Toll Free at 1-800-923-9106, Thank you. 
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AFlflDA VIT OF POSTING ANi.1 SERVICE 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
County of Cft.a1A,~ · ) 
,k2-]Yl t1ti-/b LL :sl+f&b , being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
I am a citizen of the United States, over the age of eighteen, a resident of ~~'71..lf;_,county, . 
Idaho, and not a party to the proceeding referred to in the attached Notice of Default and Notice of· 
Trustee'~ Sale, ... Th<}t
1
mybusiness address is , ~ _ 
J;,-o ~o~,1 (Au, &flt,- t.e7¢_ . _ 
That I posted a copy of the attaphed Notice oTrustee's Sale and Notice of Default on the parcel of 
land described in the attached Notice ofTrustee's Sale in a conspicuous place, viz: 
1st attempt= Loc.J<d (/Q,f,.f}>s+ on '(2 v 20JL; · 
~ posted) l , (date) 
2nd attempt: &1\-1:.£ -a\JO 1UsPA<41/J.,, 'i76)\)on _..., ___ 1-;/~I_\J ______ 20 ~; 
I 
(wherp posted) ( (date) 
3rd attempt: 0 Jt..J~t Po,+- on 7 ,, 2014__; 
(~here posted) (date) 
'AND: 
That.I personally served the said Notice of Trustee's Sale and Notice of Default on an adult 
occupant of the premises described in the Notice of Sale by delivering to and leaving with: 
~ 00 W l:::,-.,.~,..._ . .,-Afiji,.....,,c-::-'1,..-,-IC_./h_'K'._U_G ).----·--· ----- ------
DATED this _jj_1J>'day of ..:1),IL,,:if ·, 20 (0 . 
/~~ 
STATE OF IDAHO 
CoU!ltyof~ '\ I 
() appeared occupied 
Instrument# 214712 
~acant 
CLEARWATER COUNTY, OROFINO, IDAHO 
7-21-2010 n 01:25:00 No. of Pages: 5 
Recorded for':CCLTC 
Ex-Officio Recorder Deputy~&;n"""'--..,..d.~---=""""~~J-
CARRIE BIRD Fee: 22.00 = 
1ndex to: AFFIDAVI~, OF POSTING AND SERVICE  '* 
: )0 . 
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JUST LAW, INC. 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho-Falls, Idaho 83405 
(208) 523-9106 FAX (208) 523-9146 
Toll Free 1-800-923-9106 
,· 
i 
NOTICE OF TRUSTEE'S SALE 
On October 21, 2010, at the hour of 11 :00 o'clock AM of said day, at Clearwater County 
Land Title Company, Inc., 131 Michigan Ave., Orofino, Idaho, JUST LAW, INC., as Successor 
Trustee, will sell at public auction to the highest bidder, for cash, in lawful money of the United 
States, all payable at the time of sale, the following described real property, situated in the County 
of Clearwater, State of Idaho, and described as follows to wit: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SEl/4 SWl/4 NWl/4 
The Trustee has no knowledge of a more particular description of the above referenced real 
property, but for purposes of compliance with Section 60-113 Idaho Code, the Trustee has been 
informed the address of 3165 Neff Road, Orofino, m; is sometimes associated with the said real 
property. 
This Trustee's Sale is subject to a bankruptcy filing, a payoff, a reinstatement or any other 
conditions of which the Trustee is not aware that would cause the cancellation of this sale. Further, 
if any of these conditions exist, this sale may be null and void, the successful bidder's funds shall be 
returned, and the Trustee and the Beneficiary shall not be liable to the successful bidder for any 
damages. 
Said sale will be made without covenant or warranty regarding title, possessions or 
encumbrances to satisfy the obligation secured by and pursuant to the power of sale conferred in the 
Deed of Trust executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson, a 
married person, as Grantor(s) with Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation as the Beneficiary, 
under the Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 2002, as Instrument No. 190568, in the records of 
Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned 
to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A., recorded December 20, 2007, as Instrument No. 207590. The 
Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to PHH Mortgage Corporation 
recorded June 14, 2010, as Instrument No. 214459, in the records of said County. 
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THE ABOVE GRANTORS ARE NAMED TO COMPLY WITH SECTION 45-1506(4)(a), 
IDAHO CODE. NO REPRESENTATION IS MADE THAT THEY ARE, OR ARE NOT, 
PRESENTLY RESPONSIBLE FOR THIS OBLIGATION. 
The default for which this sale is to be made is the failure to pay the amount due under the 
certain Promissory Note and Deed of Trust, in the amounts called for thereunder as follows: 
Monthly payments in the amount of $2,328.99 for the months of Ja.rrnary 2009 through and 
including to the date of sale, together with late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum 
owing on the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal, plus service 
charges, attorney's fees, costs of this foreclosure, any and all funds expended by Beneficiary to 
protect their security interest, and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28% from December 1, 2008, 
together with delinquent taxes plus penalties and interest to the date of sale. 
The Beneficiary elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold to satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 16th day of June, 2010. 
Tammie Harris 
Trust Officer for 
Just Law, Inc. 
For information concerning this sale please contact Just Law, Inc. at www.justlawidaho.com 
or Toll Free at 1-800-923-9106, Thank you. 
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lnstrun ) 214462 
CLEARWAl 1,;.({ COUNTY , OROFINO, IDAHO 
IM4-Z01D OZ:43:52 No. or Pages: :Z 
.R~orded for : CCL T 
CARRIE BIRD Fz: 84 Ex.ot'licio Recor~r Deputy ,;J&1 J lnd<l,;,:"':DEF..WLT.NO'Tl(::EOF~~ 
NOTICE OF DEFAULT 
· · Under the Deed of or transfer in trust executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and 
Charles R. Nickerson, a married person as Grantor(s) with Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation 
as Beneficiary, under the Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190568, in the 
records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was 
subsequently assignf;ld to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A. as Instrument no. 207590 recorded 
December 20, 2007, records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of 
Trust was subsequently assigne.d to PHH Mortgage Corporation. 
More particularly described as follows: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 Eas~ Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SE1/4 SW1/4 NWl/4 
Said Ben~ficiary hereby gives notice that a breach of the obligation for which such transfer 
in security has occurred, the nature of such breach being the failure to pay the amount d11e under the 
certain Promissory Note and Deed ofT:rust., in the amounts called for thereunder as follows: 
· Monthly payments in the amount of$2,328.99 for the months ofJanuary 2009 t:h:i:ough and 
including to the date of sale, and late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum owing on 
the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal plus 1ate fees, service . 
charges, attorneys fees, costs of this foreclosure, any and aU funds expended by B en.e:ficiary to 
protect its security interest, and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28% from December 1, 2008, 
together with delinquent taxes until the date of sale. 
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The Beneficiary elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold to satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 11th day of June, 2010. 
/ i/,/ 
. ... ru.;,f.SSJl ~w, IN~'J 
'-!(~. 
· Trustee L:::::;," 
Attorney for the Beneficiary 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
On this 11th day of June, 2010, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the 
State ofldaho, personally appeared Charles C. Just, known to me to be the President of the 
corporat1on that executed this instrument oi- the person who executed the instrument on behalf of 
said corporation, whose name is subscribed to within instrument and acknowledged to me that such 




CLEARWATER COUNTY , OROFINO, IDAHO 
7-21-2010 .!It:,' 01:25:00 No. of Pages: 5 
Recorded rdr '"! CCL TC 
CARRIE BIRD Fee: 2~00 ~ 
Ex-Officio Recorder Deputy h>1/)t'J 
Index to: AFFIDAVIT, OF SERVICE BY MAIL~~ ~ ?€ . 
214711 
AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 
Bradon K. Howell, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
That ~she is over the age of twenty-one, a citizen of the United States. 
That ~/her business address is 381 Shoup Avenue, Suite 211, Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
That on the / &-/A. day of . ~- ,20 / V (b1; she did deliver and deposit in the United States 
Post Office in Idaho Falls, tcfaho, letters addressed to the following described persons, together with 
copies of the Notice of Default and Notice of Trustee's Sale, in envelopes with postage fully 
prepaid thereon, certified mail-return receipt requested, also complied with Idaho Code 45-
1505(3) providing a proper "Notice Required By Idaho Law". 
Letters were addressed as follows: 
Charles R. Nickerson, 3165 Neff Rd., Orofino, ID 83544 
Donna L. Nickerson aka Donna Nickerson, 3165 Neff Rd., Orofino, ID 83544 
Parties in Possession, 3165 Neff Rd., Orofino, ID 83544 
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., 101 North Phillips Ave., Sioux Falls, SD 57104 
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., P.O. Box 31557 MAC B6908-012, Billings, MT 59107-9900 
Knowlton & Miles PLLC, Attorneys at Law, P.O. Box Drawer 717, Lewiston, ID 83501 
DATED this/ Lr·f-1, day of ~-j;-llt1,Li. , 20 (o. 
V"" 
Bradon K. Howell 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss. 
County-of Bonneville ) 
On this /';Aday of ~-uL , 20 / 0 , before me, a Notary Publi~ in and for said State, 
personally appeared BFadon K. Howell, known or identified to me to be the person whose name is 
subscribed to the within Instrument, and being by me first duly sworn, declared that the statements 
therein are true, and acknowledged to me that~/she executed the s~e. 
,.,\\\tlJl,H~"f<1_r.~f?;"1",9 . ~···".'_;··c"'.:t·"~ ,, •, ,-.-.. ··.,.·./. /_' . . . . 
,;,,''\~~~ 1n/U·,f/,;'.,,,,/. ...... ........ 1. n.//J;,,11.,/,: 'f-.ittU.L,.,::i 
~ ... ~~·-:,..,\\~."l-,,....., .. ~~_,o.,~• \'/'lw'. :,#/.,;> "~-I.(,.·;·~ ,, \ .. , ,. '• v ,~ 
l~<>)\i~.:Y\';. ~\ ~~::::~~c ~~.'.&~"~~ 
Commission Expires: x·~.-:) tcJDl3 
~<i~;;;;;;),i 
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rusT LAW, INC. 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho.Falls, Idaho 83405 
(208) 523-9106 FAX (208) 523-9146 
Toll Free 1-800-923-9106 
NOTICE OF TRUSTEE'S SALE 
On October 21, 2010, at the hour of 11:00 o'clock AM of said day, at Clearwater County 
Land Title Company, Inc., 131 Michigan Ave., Orofmo, Idaho, ruST LAW, INC., as Successor 
Trustee, will sell at public auction to the highest bidder, for cash, in lawful money of the United 
States, all payable at the time of sale, the following described real property, situated in the County · 
of Clearwater, State of Idaho, and described as follows to wit: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SEl/4 SWl/4 NWl/4 
The Trustee has no knowledge of a more particular description of the above referenced real 
property, but for purposes of compliance with Section 60-113 Idaho Code, the Trustee has been 
informed the address of3165 Neff Road, Orofino, ID~ is sometimes associated with the said real 
property. 
This Trustee's Sale is subject to a bankruptcy filing, a payoff, a reinstatement or any other 
conditions of which the Trustee is not aware that would cause the cancellation of this sale. Further, 
if any of these conditions exist, this sale may be null and void, the successful bidder's funds shall be 
returned, and the Trustee and the Beneficiary shall not be liable to the successful bidder for any 
damages. 
Said sale will be made without covenant or warranty regarding title, possessions or 
encumbrances to satisfy the obligation secured by and pursuant to the power of sale conferred in the 
Deed of Trust executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson, a 
married person, as Grantor(s) with Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation as the Beneficiary, 
under the Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 2002, as Instrument No. 190568, in the records of 
Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned 
to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A., recorded December 20, 2007, as Instrument No. 207590. The 
Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to PHH Mortgage Corporation 
recorded June 14, 2010, as Instrument No. 214459, in the records of said County. 
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THE ABOVE GRANTORS ARE NAMED TO COMPLY WITH SECTION 45-1506( 4)(a), 
IDAHO CODE. NO REPRESENTATION IS MADE THAT THEY ARE, OR ARE NOT, 
PRESENTLY RESPONSIBLE FOR THIS OBLIGATION. 
The default for which this sale is to be made is the failure to pay the amount due under the 
certain Promissory Note and Deed of Trust, in the amounts called for thereunder as follows: 
Monthly payments in the amount of $2,328.99 for the months of January 2009 through and 
including to the date of sale, together with late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum 
owing on the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal, plus service 
charges, attorney's fees, costs of this foreclosure, any and all funds expended by Beneficiary to 
protect their security interest, and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28% from December 1, 2008, 
together with delinquent taxes plus penalties and interest to the date of sale. 
The Beneficiary elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold to satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 16th day of June, 2010. 
Tammie Harris 
Trust Officer for 
Just Law, Inc. 
For information concerning this sale please contact Just Law, Inc. at www.justlawidaho.com 
or Toll Free at 1-800-923-9106, Thank you. 
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lnstru # 214462 
CLEAR\'\. ..OUNTY , OROFINO, IDAHO 
5-14-2010 02:43:52 No. or P.ges: 2 
Recorded for : CCL T 
CARRIE BIRD F!!j: ltOO 
Ex-Officio"""'""' - ~~ lnd<lx 11:1; DEf,llJLT, NOTlCE OF ~ u
NOTICE OF DEFAULT 
Under the Deed of or transfer in trust executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and 
Charles R. Nickerson, a married person as Grantor(s) with Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation 
as Beneficiary, under the Deed of Trust recorded Octobl;!l' 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190568, in the 
records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was 
subsequ~tly assigned to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A. as Instrument no. 207590 recorded 
December 20, 2007, records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of 
Trust was subsequently a.ssigne.d to PHH Mortgage Corporation. 
More particularly described as follows: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 Eas~ Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SE1/4 SW1/4 NWl/4 
Said Beneficiary hereby gives notice that a breach of the obligation for which such transfer 
in security has occurred, the nature of such breach being the failure to pay the amount due under the 
certain Promissory Note and Deed of Trust, in the amounts called for thereunder as follows: 
Monthly payments in the amoun.t of$2,328.99 for the rnonths ofJanuary2009 through and 
including to the date of sale, and late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum owing on 
the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal plus late fees, service 
charges, attorney's fees, costs of this foreclosUTe, any and aU funds expended by Beneficiary to 
protect its security interest, and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28% from December 1, 2008, 
together with delinquent taxes until the date of sale. 
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The Beneficiary elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold to satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 11th day ofJune, 2010. 
. Trustee C~ 
Attorney for the Beneficiary 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
On this 11th day of June, 2010, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the 
State ofidaho, personally appeared Charles C. Just, known to me to be the President of the 
corporat1on that executed this instrument or the person who executed the instrument on behalf of 
said corporation, whose name is subscribed to within instrument and acknowledged to me that such 
corporation executed the same as such Trustee. 
942
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"~ DA.&' M~ I 
Ll~N 2~~ 1 
c1e,k Dist. c~,,.1 
, __ Cl_ca.r vate'. Countv, Idaho ~~ .-
Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
MOFFATI, THOMAS, BARREIT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
900 Pier View Drive, Suite 206 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
j as@moffatt.com 
23161.0016 
. Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND ruDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
tbru X, 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S 
l\iEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
· JOINDER IN PLAINTIFF PHH 
MORTGAGE'S OBJECTION TO THE 
NICKERSONS' MOTION TO EXTEND 
DISCOVERY DEADLINE AND 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF JOINDER IN 
PLAINTIFF PHH MORTGAGE'S OBJECTION TO THE NICKERSONS' MOTION TO 











01/25/2013 FRI 16:05 FAX 208 522 5111 Moffatt Thomas 
COMES NOW Third Party Defendant, JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("Chase") 
and joins Plaintiff PHH Mortgage (''PHH") in its objection and opposition to the 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/Third-Party Plaintiffs' ('"Nickersons") Motion to Extend 
Discovery Deadline and Motion to Reconsider. 
I. RELEVANT PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
1. PHH brought this action in January 2011, requesting Judicial Foreclosure 
for the Nickersons' failure to pay the Note as required. 
li;l!003/007 
2. The Nickersons filed their Amended Complaint, their counterclaim against 
PHH, and later added Chase as a third party defendant in their Amended Complaint, alleging that 
all payments under the Note were paid current through January 2010, at which time they allege 
PHH refused to accept payments. Based on this claim, the Nickersons contend that Chase and 
PHH have falsely reported a payment delinquency and have destroyed the Nickersons' credit. 
The Nickersons also contend that the destruction of their credit served to deprive Mr. Nickerson 
of employment in the telecom and IT fields. See generally, Amended Complaint. 
3. On or about April 2, 2012, Chase served upon the Nickersons its First Set 
of Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents and Requests for Admissions to Third 
Party Plaintiffs Charles and Donna Nickerson. The Nickersons did not serve their answers to 
Chase's Requests for Admissions within thirty (30) days as required by the rules. 
4. Discovery on the Nickersons yielded no relevant information regarding 
payments to Chase, damage to the Nickersons' credit or Mr. Nickerson's inability to obtain 
work. See Affidavit of Jon A. Stenquist in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment 
("Stenquist Aff.") Ex. I. 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF JOINDER IN 
PLAINTIFF PHH MORTGAGE'S OBJECTION TO THE NICKERSONS' MOTION TO 
EXTEND DISCOVERY DEADLINE AND MOTION TO RECONSIDER- 2 Client2733236.1 
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5. On October 3, 2012, Chase and PHH deposed Donna Nickerson, and on. 
October 4, 2012, Chase and PHH deposed Charles "Nick" Nickerson. During their depositions, 
the Nickersons could not point to any documentation that supported their claims that their 
payments had been timely made under the Note and had no specific recollection of the details of 
alleged missing payments. See Stenquist Aff., Ex. B ("D. Nickerson Depo.") 91:6 - 92:9, 
133:11-14; and Stenquist Aff. Ex. C ("C. Nickerson Depo." 8:4-16, 40:11 -41:1. Although the 
Nickersons admitted to having bank records, they failed and/or refused to provide them. 
D. Nickerson Depo. 131 :22- 133:4; C. Nickerson Depo. 86:7-9, 8:4-16. 
6. The Nickersons refused to provide any documents or details supporting 
their claims that Chase damaged their credit. D. Nickerson Depo. 71:25-72:23, 163:25 
165:11; C. NickersonDepo. 21:20-22:12. 
7. On November 16, 2012, this Court entered its Order and Memorandum 
Opinion Re: Chases' Motion for Summary Judgment, dismissing the Nickersons' claims against 
Chase, in part because the Nickersons failed to present any evidence to create a genuine issue of 
material fact. 
8. On December 3, 2012, the Nickersons filed their Motion to Reconsider 
and Motion to Extend Discovery Deadline. A hearing for these motions was scheduled by the 
Court for late December 2012. 
ldi004/007 
9. The Nickersons failed to file any briefing, affidavits or other documents in 
support of their Motion to Reconsider or Motion to Extend Discovery. 
10. The Nickersons unilaterally rescheduled the Court's December 2012 
hearing on these motions for January 29, 2013. 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF JOINDER IN 
PLAINTIFF PHH MORTGAGE'S OBJECTION TO THE NICKERSONS' MOTION TO 
EXTEND DISCOVERY DEADLINE AND MOTION TO RECONSIDER- 3 c1;,.nt:213323s 1 
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11. The Nickersons have again failed t~ file any briefing, affidavits or other 
documents in support of their Motion to Reconsider or Motion to Extend Discovery. 
II. ARGUMENT 
The Nickersons' Motion to Reconsider and Motion to Extend the Discovery 
Deadline should be denied for several reasons. First, the Nickersons have not brought these 
motions in good faith because they have failed to provide the Court with any factual or legal 
grounds to support their motions. I.R.C.P. 7.l(b)(l) requires that all motions "shall state with 
particularity the grounds therefore." Furthermore, any motion brought before the Court must be 
"well grounded in fact and is warranted by existing law or_ a good faith argument for the 
extension, modification or reversal of existing law, and that it is not interposed for any improper 
purpose, such as to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of 
litigation." I.R.C.P. 1 l(a)(l). Because the Nickersons' motions lack any factual or legal 
grounds, they should be dismissed as a matter oflaw in violations of Rules 7 and 11 of the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Second, the Nickersons' motions do not allege that granting either motion will 
have any effect on the outcome of the trial of this matter. The Nickersons' property is being 
foreclosed because they missed at least nine (9) payments in a 12-month period. During the past 
two years of litigation, the Nickersons have failed to present any evidence to indicate that Chase 
or PHH's accounting is incorrect. Because granting either of the motions will have no effect on 
the outcome of the foreclosure action, there is no reason to entertain argument on these motions. 
Ll]005/007 
Finally, the Nickersons have brought their Motion to Extend the Discovery 
Deadline in violation of the Court's Scheduling Order. The Nickersons had two years to conduct 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF JOINDER IN 
PLAINTIFF PHH MORTGAGE'S OBJECTION TO THE NICKERSONS' MOTION TO 
EXTEND DISCOVERY DEADLINE AND MOTION TO RECONSIDER- 4 C1ient2133235.1 
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discovery, and failed to find any facts to support their claims. In addition, the Nickersons 
blatantly refused to provide Chase with even the most fundamental information to support their 
claims against PHH or Chase which underscores that additional discovery will be fruitless. 
III. CONCLUSION 
Because the Nickersons' motions are groundless, dilatory and cannot be shown to 
effect the outcome of this litigation, Chase joins PHH in its objection to the Nickersons' motions 
and requests the Cowt deny the motions as a matter of law, without argument. 
DATED this 25th day of January, 2012. 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK& 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
ldi006/007 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF JOINDERIN 
PLAINTIFF PHH MORTGAGE'S OBJECTION TO THE NICKERSONS' MOTION TO 
EXTEND DISCOVERY DEADLINE AND MOTION TO RECONSIDER- 5 aient:2733231l_1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 25th day of January, 2013, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF JOINDER IN PLAINTIFF PHH MORTGAGE'S OBJECTION TO THE 
NICKERSONS' MOTION TO EXTEND DISCOVERY DEADLINE AND MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER to be served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
John Charles Mitchell 
CLARK AND FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Attorneys for Charles & Donna Nickerson 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R Ramm ell 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
(x) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(x) Facsimile 
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JOHN CHARLES JMITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 

















IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
N1CKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 

















COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
Third Party-Defend.ants, 
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YOU 'WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the attorney for the above-named Defendants 
Nickersons will bring on for hearing his Motion for Reconsideration and Motion to Extend 
Discovery Deadline on Tuesday, February 5, 2013, at 10:00 a.m. (PST), or as soon thereafter as 
the matter may be heard, in the Clearwater County Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. 
If counsel wishes to appear telephonically, please n(,tify the court and call the following 
number at the appropriate hearing time: (208) 476-8998. 
DATED fuis 2q1ay of January, 2013. 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
itchell, a member of the firm 
Atto y for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVlCE 
I HBREB Y CERTIFY that on the 2,q./lJ day of January, 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Ramm.ell, Esq. D U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. ~ Telecopy (208) 523-9146 PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls) Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist D U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Ban:ett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls1 Idaho 83405 !)() Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
2 6 AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARJNG .::z. 
LAW OJ!'l"ICE:S 01" 
CLARK A ND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO a~!!:01 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 




CHARLES NICKERSON, et al., 
Defendants. 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 










Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for Plaintiff 
John Mitchell, Attorney for the Defendants 
John Stenquist, Attorney for JP Morgan 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 02/05/2013 Tape: CD551-1 Time: 10:02 A.M. 
Subject of Proceeding: Motion to Reconsider and Motion to Extend Discovery 
FOOTAGE: 
10:02 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, presiding. Kipp Manwaring, 
Attorney for Plaintiff, appearing telephonically; John Mitchell, Attorney for 
Defendants, appearing telephonically; John Stenquist, Attorney for JP Morgan 
appearing telephonically. 
10:02 Court advises this is the time set to hear the defendant's motion to reconsider 
and motion to extend discovery. 
10:02 Mr. Mitchell argues his motion to extend discovery and motion to reconsider. 
10: 14 Court questions Mr. Mitchell for clarification. 
10: 14 Mr. Manwaring argues and requests 
10: 19 Mr. Stenquist argues and lodges an objection to the Court and moves to strike. 
Chase has been removed as a defendant and will not be attending trial as a 
defendant. Mr. Stenquist further requests the motions be denied. 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 of 1 
951
10:23 Court speaks and denies the motion to reconsider. Court speaks regarding the 
motion to extend discovery. Court speaks regarding the MSJ. 
10:26 Mr. Manwaring speaks and advises it was his understanding the jury trial was 
for the purpose of foreclosure only and therefore would be a court trial. 
10:27 Mr. Mitchell has no reason to doubt what Mr. Manwaring is advising. 
10:27 Court advises he hasn't looked at it that closely. Court advises this matter will 
be a Court Trial now. 
10:27 In response to the Court, Counsel advises they don't need any special 
accommodations at this time. 




Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND mDICIAL DISTRICT OF 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 













CASE NO. CV 011-28 
ORDER RE: DISCOVERY 
COMPLIANCE 
The defendants' filed a motion to extend deadlines for filing their discovery responses. 
Both parties shall comply with the IRCP, which require timely supplemental discovery 
responses. 





I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do hereby certify that a true 
and accurate copy of the foregoing was mailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the l/ 
day of f"ebr1A4m1 , 20~ , to: 
Jon a. Stenquist v" U.S. Mail 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chartered 
900 Pier View Drive, Suite 206 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
John C. Mitchell _L U. S. Mail 
Clark and Feeney 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
/ u. S. Mail 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 













CASE NO. CV 011-28 
ORDER DENYING MOTION 
TO RECONSIDER 
The defendants' motion to reconsider the court's prior rulings on opposing 
summary judgment motions is denied on the grounds that no new evidence has 
been presented to the court. 





I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do hereby certify that a true 
and accurate copy of the foregoing was mailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the {.p 
day of &J,r:utk11 , 201_3_, to: 
Jon a. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chartered 
900 Pier View Drive, Suite 206 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83402 
John C. Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
v1 U.S. Mail 
,/ U.S. Mail 
i/ U.S. Mail 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Pre-Trial Motion in Limine - Page 1 
10650-Nl 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
PRE-TRIAL MOTION IN 
LIMINE 
957
Plaintiff, PHH Mortgage Corporation, moves the court for its order allowing a material 
witness at trial to testify via electronic appearance through Skype. This motion is based upon the 
attached affidavit of counsel. 
Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this ___:J__ day of February 2013 . 
~ rvb. / 
~~?Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _..&. day of February 2013, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Pre-Trial Motion in Limine - Page 2 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
(XJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
IXl Facsimile (208)746-9160 
[ ] Other ________ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
00 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
&4 Facsimile (208)522-5111 
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FtB 1 -S 2013 
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Affidavit of Counsel [Pre-Trial Motion in Limine] - Page 1 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN 
SUPPORT OF PRE-TRIAL 
MOTION IN LIMINE 
L > 
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State of Idaho ) 
:ss 
County of Bonneville ) 
Kipp L. Manwaring, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am a licensed attorney in the State of Idaho and represent PHH Mortgage in the 
above action and have personal knowledge of the facts and information in this affidavit. 
2. PHH Mortgage Corporation has identified a witness for trial as a Chase employee. 
That witness is expected to testify regarding the Nickersons' payment history with Chase and 
identify any missing payments causing the Nickersons to default. 
3. It is anticipated that the Chase employee's testimony including direct, cross-
examination, and re-direct, will take less than one hour to present. 
4. The cost of securing the attendance of the Chase employee at trial is great and 
such costs would be added as part of the memorandum of costs filed following entry of 
judgment. 
5. In addition, Chase has taken the position that its local counsel, Jon Stenquist, will 
be required to appear at trial for the purpose of counseling and advising the Chase witness. Mr. 
Stenquist' s costs and fees would also become part of a memorandum of costs filed following any 
judgment. 
6. The court expressed during the hearing on the Nickersons' motions held February 
5, 2013 that it does allow witnesses to appear by Skype. 
7. Authorization is sought to allow the Chase employee to appear by Skype and 
reduce the burdensome costs of a personal appearance. Such costs would be passed on to the 
Nickersons through judgment with costs and fees. 
Dated this -2_ day of February 2013. 
Affidavit of Counsel [Pre-Trial Motion in Limine] - Page 2 
10650-NI 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
960
SUBSCRIBE AND SWORN TO before me this 26 day of February 2013. 
Notary Public foddaho 
Residing at: Moore, Idaho 
My commission expires: 09/29/2015 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of February 2013, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
~ 
[ ] 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Facsimile (208)746-9160 
Other ----------
[ ] Hand Delivered 
r] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid ] Facsimile (208)522-5111 ] Other ________ _ 
Paralegal 
Affidavit of Counsel [Pre-Trial Motion in Li mine] - Page 3 
10650-NI 
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JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Dtawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
NO. 8527 P. 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 

















COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and 1PMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
Third Party-Defendants. 
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YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a telephonic status conference will be held on 
Tuesday, Febl'Uary 19,2013, at 12:00 p.m. (PST), or as soon thereafter as the matter maybe heard. 
Counsel will appear telephonically and call the following number for the Clearwater County 
Courthouse, Orofino, at the appropriate: (208) 476-8998. 
DATED this /f31ay of February, 2013. 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
C/~C 
Jo C. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Attorney for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFI.C&JE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 13./li day of February, 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R.. Rammell, Esq. D U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. ~ Telecopy (208) 523~9146 PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls~ Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist D U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mall 
Idaho Falls~ Idaho 83405 JB· Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
By, rt, C ~ 
Atto eyfut Defendants Nickerson 
NOTICE OF TELEPHONIC 
2 6 STATUS CONFERENCE -2· 
I.AW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LE.WISTON, IOAHO 931501 
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SECOND T(J])ICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE H f? IDAHO 
IN ,D FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARW. ER I 
150 MICIDGAN A VE FILED ;l ~ I J..o / j AT 








Case No: CV-2011-0000028 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Charles Nickerson, etal. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Telephonic Scheduling Conference Tuesday, February 26, 2013 1:00 PM 
Judge : Michael J Griffin 
Courtroom: District Courtroom 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on February 21st, 2013 . 
JON A STENQUIST 
PO BOX 1367 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83403-1367 
(208) 522-5111 
Mailed Hand Delivered 
KIPP MANWARING 
P .O. BOX 50271 381 SHOUP AVE 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83405 
(208) 523-9146 
Mailed Hand Delivered 
JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
P.O. DRAWER 285 
LEWISTON ID 83501 
(208) 746-9610 







































JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
, .. >J n , rt,,._~ r ,,. 2LH3 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & :MILES PLLC; WELLS 

















COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
Third Party-Defendants. 
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MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
-1-
LAW OFFICES OF" 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
L.EWISTON, IDAHO a:aso1 
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COMES NOW John Charles Mitchell of the law finn of Clark and Feeney, the attorney of 
record for the defendant NICKERSONS, and pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 1 l(b)(2) 
moves the Court for an order allowing said attorney to withdraw as attorney of record for the 
defendant. 
This motion is made for the reason that there has been a break.down in the attorney-client 
relationship. 
WHEREFORE, the attorney of record for defendant in this cause respectfolly requests that 
this Court issue an order permitting him to withdraw from further representation of the defendant 
effective upon the signing of said order. 
Oral argument is requested. 
' {VA.._ 
DATED this 2,V dayofFebruazyj 2013. 
CLARK A 
Jo C. Mitchell, a member ,of the firm 
A orney for Defendants Nickerson 
2 6 MOTION TO WITIIDRA W -2· 
LAW OFFICE:S OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
1..EWISTON, ICIAHO 83~01 
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FEB.22.2013 5:11PM CLARK & FEENEY ATTY NO. 8570 P. 4 
1 CERTIFlCATE OF SERVICE 
2 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2.. 1,,-'1ay of February, ;013, I caused to be served a true 
























Jason R. R.anunell, Esq. 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box. 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
2 6 MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
D U.S. Mail 
D Hand Delivered 
D Ovemight Mail 
~ Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
D U.S. Mail 
D Hand Delivered 
D Overnight Mail 
!tr. Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
I....,, 
LAW OFF<ce:s OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IOAHO a:;,1§01 
967



























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nicketson 
8 .oo 
i-L0 ') ·) 
( • _;_; . fl . 2013 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 

















COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
Third Party-Defendants. 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
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AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO WITHDRAW 
-1· 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) S.S. 
County of Nez Perce ) 
JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL, after being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. That the firm of Clark and Feeney is the attorney of record for the defendant, and that 





There has been a breakdown in the attorney-client relationship. 
Client requested me to \.Vithdraw. 
Client has no objection. 
Further your affiant sayeth naught. 
. n<? tu(_ 
DATED th1s _t,,t../_ day of February, 2013. 
Jo ~harles Mitchell 
SUBSCRJBED AND SWORN to before me this~ d;y of February, 2013. 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
NOTARY PUBI,IC FOR STATE OF IDAHO 
Residing at: U W tf'tlfy/ 
My commission expires: 03/at.e/_!V 
2 6 MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
, LAW OF"F"IC!!:S 01' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LE:Wl5TON, IDAHO a:ssa1 
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FEB.22.2013 5:11PM CLARK & FEENEY ATTY . NO. 8570 P. 7 
1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 1,,,7)/A day of February, 2013, l caused to be served a true 
























Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
2 6 MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
0 U.S. Mail 
D Hand Delivered 
0 Overnight Mail pc Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
D U.S. Mail 
D Hand Delivered 
D Overnight Mail 
)(I' Telecopy (208) 522-5111 -
c·~ 
for Defendants Nickerson 
-$-
LAW OFFl(;i;;;!;; OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LE:W1$TON, IDAHO a3501 
970










JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
NO. 8570 P. - 8 
~\J &O I\ · 0 A~ 

















IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 














COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JpMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
Third Party-Defendants. 
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YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-named attorney for the defendant John 
Charles Mitchell of the law firm of Clark and Feeney, will bring on for hearing his Motion/or Leave 
to Withdraw before the above-entitled Court on February 26, 2013, at l :00 p.m. in the Clearwater 
County Courthouse, Orofi)no, Idaho. 
DATED this Jj'l, ~y of February, 2013. 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
~ 
John C ,,,. ell, a member of the firm 
Attorney or Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVIC_E 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 22,M day of February, 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following; 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. D us. Man 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. 
~ Telecopy (208) 523-9146 PO Box 50271 
ldaho Falls, ldaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist D U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 0 Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 ~ Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
B~~f_~ 
Att~ Defendant"rson 
2 6 NOTICE OF HEARING -1.-
LAW OF'l"l!::E:S OF" 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
{)/J /· 2<; 
/ /J, <j' MAR O 4 2 J13 
IN THE DISTR1CT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husba:o.d and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 














COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
Third Party-Defendants. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 




Case No. CV 2011-28 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
-1-
LAW O FFICES O F 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 





























YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the attorney for the above~named Defendants 
Nickersons will bring on for hearing his Motion/or Leave to Withdraw on Tuesday? March 12, 
2013, at 2:00 p.m. (PST), or as soon thereafter as the matter may be hear<4 in the Clearwater County 
Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. 
If counsel wishes to appear telephonically~ please notify the court and call the following 
number at the appropriate hearing time: (208) 476-8998. 
DA TED this i:I_ day of March, 2013. 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLPL 
C }zc1:;l1 
. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
orney for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _!j_ day of March, 2013, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Ramm.ell, Esq. D U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring 0 Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. ~ Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist D U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 )21" Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
I.AW OP'P'JC:E:S OF'" 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LE:WISTON, ICAHO B~.1!!01 




























JOHN C. NIITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
1229 Main Street 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Facsimile:·(208) 746-9160 
Idaho State Bat No,7159 
Attorneys for defendants Nickerson 
l .. rt-2-i J~J3 
1 . LOB 
IN 1HE DISTRICT COURT OF THB SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A.; and JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendants 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP 
MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) Case No. CV 2011-28 
) 

















YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-named attorney for the defendant 
John Charles Mitchell of the law firm of Clark and Feeney, will bring on for hearing bis Motion 
for Leave to Withdraw before the above-entitled Court on March 26, 2013, at 1:00 p.m. in the 
Clearwater County Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. 
LAW OF'F'ICE:S Of' 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
l.l,:WISTON, lt>AHO a;a s o1 




























DATED this JL day of March, 2013. 
CLARK and FEENEY 
{~ 
By: -----1.-4-,...---------~-
J o C. Mitchell, a member of the £inn. 
Attorneys for Defendant. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this \\ day of March 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document, by the following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
IGpp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
£ 'd 6G98 'ON 
0 U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
D Hand Delivered 
0 Overnight Delivery 
)i!I" Facsimile (208) 523-9146 
0 U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
0 Hand Delivered 
CJ Overnight Delivery 
J;/ Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
John ~tchell, a member of the firm. 
Attorneys for Defendant. 
LAW DFFl<;O:!;, OF 
2 CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























JOHN C. MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
1229 Main Street 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Idaho State BarNo.7159 
Attorneys for defendants Nickerson 
\..t JII .. 2,<l 3; ,0 
J 
2Ul3 
1 ... r 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND nJDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A.; and JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendants 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP 
MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) Case No. CV 2011-28 
) 

















YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-named attorney for the defendant 
John Charles Mitchell of the law firm of Clark and Feeney, will bring on for hearing his Motion 
for Leave to Withdraw before the above-entitled Court on March 26, 2013, at 3:00 p.m. in the 
Clearwater County Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. 
l.J'>W OFFJC0:5 01" 
AlvIBNDED NOTICE OF HEARING CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
L.E;WISTON, ICAHO ~:!1!';01 




























DATED this JL day of March, 2013. 
CLARK and FEENEY 
C. 
C. Mitchell) a member of the firm. 
ttomeys for Defendant. · 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _Jj_ day of March 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document, by the following: 
JasonR. Rammell, Esq. 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 










U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Delivery 
Facsimile (208) 523-9146 
U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Delivery 
Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
. Mitchell, a member of the firm. 
omeys for Defendant. 
I.AW OF'F'ICE.S OF 
CLARK Al\TD FEENEY; LLP 




























JOHN C. MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
1229 Main Street 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Idaho State BarNo.7159 
Attorneys for defendants Nickerson 
I , .. ·~ ? f, 2013 
Clerk Dist. Cou 
Clearwater Coun , Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF T
HE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA, 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANKi N.A.; and JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendants 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP 
MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) Case No. CV 2011-28 
) 

















YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above-named attorney for th
e defendant 
John Charles Mitchell of the law firm of Clark and Feeney, will bring on fo
r hearing his Motion 
for Leave to Withdraw before the above-entitled Court on April 16, 2013,
 at 10:30 a.m. in the 
Clearwater County Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. 
'-"'W OF'FIC0:5 Of" 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 1 CLARK AND FEENEY
, LLP 
,1..la:WISTON, Ji;>AHO B31!10"1 




























DATED this _:Z7day of March, 2013. 
CLARI( and FEENEY 
By: -f--.,!J-:"-----C_, ___,,~ ... -;..__.:.-_' ...,...,L.;...._7,_: _ _ 
C. Mitchell, a member of the finn. 
ttomeys for Defendant. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2.'5 day of March 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document, by the following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
f 'd . 6898 'ON 
0 U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Cl Hand Delivered 
Cl Overnight Delivery 
Ji!( Facsimile (208) 523~9146 
a U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
0 Hand Delivered 
0 Overnight Delivery 
)21 Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
Johrl itcbell, a member of the finn. 
A rneys for Defendant. 
LAW OFF"IC::!l:S OF 
2 CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 




























JOHN C. MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
1229 Main Street 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Idaho State Bar No.7159 
Attorneys for defendants Nickerson 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NlCKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A.; and JOHN DOES I 
thmX 
Defendants 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP 
MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 
) Case No. CV 2011-28 
) 

















YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above~named attorney for the defendant 
John Charles Mitchell of the law firm of Clark and Feeney,will bring on for hearing his Motion 
for Leave to Withdraw before the above-entitled Court on Aptil 30, 2013, at 11:30 a.m. ll.l the 
Clearwater County Courthouse, Orofmo. Idaho. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING l 
LAW OFFl<;:l,;<a, OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IOAHO 83501 






























DATED this / {p day of April, 20B. ··· 
CLARK and FEENEY 
( /LvG/ 
By:--------------
Jo , C. Mitchell, a member of the firm. 
ttomeys for Defendant. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this //o day of April 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document,. by the following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Ban-ett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls~ Idaho 83405 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
£ 'd 9U8 'ON 
Cl U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
D Hand Delivered 
D Ovemight Delivery 
.)2{' Facsimile (208) 523-9146 
Cl U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
0 Hand Delivered 
D Overnight Delivery 
% Facsimil~ (208) 522-5111 
Jo C. Mitchell, a member of the firm. 
omeys for Defendant. 
LAW OFFICES 01" 
2 CLAR.K AND FEENEY, LLP 





























JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lev..iston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar No. 7159 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
10 · 32. 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & WLES PLLC; WELLS 
















) COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
Third Party~Defendants. 
A1v.1ENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 




Case No, CV 2011-28 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
·l· 
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK A ND FEENEY. LLP 




























YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the attorney for the above-named Defendants 
Nickersons will bring on for hearing his Motion/or Leave to Withdraw on Tuesday, April 30, 
2013, at 11:30 a.m. (PST), or as soon thereafter as the matter may be heard, in the Clearwater 
County Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. 
If counsel wishes to appear telephonically, please notify the court and call the following 
number at the appropdate hearing tilne: (208) 476-8998. 
DATED thls J:]_ day of April, 2013. 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
'tchell, a member of the finn 
ey for Defendants Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ft day of April, 2013. I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing docmnent by the :method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following; 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. D U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave.~ PO Box 50271 5iI Telecopy (208) 523~9146 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist D U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 ~ Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
Charles and Donna Nickerson ~ U.S. Mail 
3165 Neff Road D Hand Delivered 
Orofino, ID 83544 D Overnight Mail 
D Telecopy 
By: /2 C,~ 
A~y for Defendants Nickerson 
AMENDED NOTlCE OF HEARIN"G -2-
LAW OFFICES OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, 1DAl-i0 ,;1:;;1501 




























JOHN C. MITCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
1229 Main Street 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Facsimile: (208) 746-9160 
Idaho State BarNo.7159 
Attorneys for defendants Nickerson 
/ FILED lf{l..~ }.21> /3 AT 
- ~: ~ Ql'W\ OROFINO, IDAHO 
BY Of 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wifei 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A.; and JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendants 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP 
MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
) 



















AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
' 
YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the above~named attorney for the defendant 
John Charles Mitchell of the law firm of Clark and Feeney, will bring on for hearing his Motion 
for Leave to Withdraw before the above-entitled Court on May 7, 2013, at 2:30 p.m. in the 
Clearwater County Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 1 
LA,W OFFICE:5 Of' 
CLARK A ND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO 83SOI 




























DATED thistif_ day of April, 2013. , 
CLARK and FEENEY 
itchell, a member of the finn. 
eys for Defendant. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this .2{j_ day of April 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document, by the following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Ban-ett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, ID 83544 
AMENDED NOTICE OF HEARING 
0 U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
0 Hand Delivered 
0 Overnight Delivery 
pf Facsimile (208) 523-9146 
CJ U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
0 Hand Delivered 
D Overnight Delivery 
j;t' Facsimile (208) 522-5111 
jJ"' U.S. Mail, postage prepaid 
Cl Hand Delivered 
0 Overnight Delivery 
0 Facsimile 
John itchell, a member of the firm. 
Attorn ys for Defenda11t. 
l.AW Ol'"f71CE::; OF 
2 CLARK A ND FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON, IOAHO e.;i,;01 
-----u- t 'd 8088 'ON 
986
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. - ISB 5372 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
FILEDW;;lOIJ-~1 ~~ 
MAY 2 2013 
Clerk Dist. Court 
crearwater Coun • Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Objection to Further Continuances - Page 1 
10650-NJ 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
OBJECTION TO FURTHER 
CONTINUANCES 
987
In accordance with the prov1s10ns of I.R.C.P. l(a) requmng "the just, speedy and 
inexpensive determination of every action and proceeding", PHH Mortgage enters its objection 
to any further continuances of John Mitchell's motion for leave to withdraw. PHH requests the 
court to maintain on its calendar the amended hearing now scheduled for Tuesday, May 7, 2013 
at 2:30 p.m. (PDT), and allow no further continuances of the hearing without the consent of all 
parties. 
Further, m accordance with I.R.C.P. 6(e)(2), PHH urges the court, if necessary, to 
exercise its initiative to set hearing on the pending motion. Where there have been multiple 
amended notices changing the hearing dates, PHH intends to have the pending motion heard so 
this action can proceed in a timely manner. 
DA TED this 3 t:> day of April 2013. 
~~~ 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of April 2013, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
John Charles Mitchell 
Clark and Feeney 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt, Thomas et al. 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Objection to Further Continuances - Page 2 
10650-NJ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
~ 
[ ] 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Facsimile (208)746-9160 
Other - - - --- ----
[ ] Hand Delivered 
~ 
[ ] 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Facsimile (208)522-5111 





SECOND l)ICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE r IDAHO 
IN /.__.,_,.O FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWA ~.,;R 
150 MICIDGAN A VE R 
OROFINO, IDAHO 83544 ,-J~:'.i.:.:~ !L.-!-!!!.===:;-1 
PHH Mortgage 
vs. 






NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
MAY O 7 20t3 
Motion to Withdraw 
Judge: 
Tuesday, May 14, 2013 
Michael J Griffin 
District Courtroom 
02:30 PM Pacific Standard Time 
Courtroom: 
*PLEASE CALL 208/476-8998 IF APPEARING TELEPHONICALLY* 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on May 7th, 2013. 
JON A STENQUIST 
PO BOX 1367 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83403-1367 
Fax (208)522-5111 
Mailed Hand Delivered X_Faxed 
JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
P.O. DRAWER 285 
LEWISTON ID 83501 
Fax(208)746-9160 
Mailed Hand Delivered X-_Faxed 
KIPP L. MANWARING 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
P.O BOX 50271 
IDAHO FALLS, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 






D0C22cv 7 /96 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 




CHARLES NICKERSON, et al., 
Defendants. 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 










Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for Plaintiff 
John Mitchell, Attorney for the Defendants 
John Stenquist, Attorney for JP Morgan 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 05/14/2013 Tape: CD561-1 Time: 12:59 P.M. 
Subject of Proceeding: Motion to Withdraw 
FOOTAGE: 
12:59 Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge presiding. John Mitchell, Attorney for 
Defendants, appearing telephonically. Court advises he spoke with Mr. Mitchell 
a moment ago and he is not available at 2:30 P.M. due to a conflict. Court will 
allow Mr. Mitchell to appear now, but will reserve his decision until after the 2:30 
P.M. hearing . 
1 :00 Mr. Mitchell advises the Court that the Nickersons had a prior commitment in 
Montana and that he is not aware of any objection. 
1 :00 Court preserves Mr. Mitchell's Motion until this afternoon at 2:30 P.M. in case 
either the Nickersons or counsel for the other party call in. Assuming there is no 
objection, Court asks Mr. Mitchell to send in a purposed order withdrawing and 
then it will be sent back to him so that he can serve the Nickersons and start the 
time period for them to obtain alternate counsel. 
1 :01 Mr. Mitchel informs the Court that he advised Mr. Manwaring that he would 
probably start the serve process tomorrow and that Mr. Manwaring did not have 
any objection to that. 
Christy Gering 
Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 of 2 
990
PHH MORTGAGE vs. CHARLES NICKERSON, et al 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 

































J, / P._{) 13 t>T 
BY' _____ c._ .,,,.~~~f,.,.~-F-1N_o_1o_A_H_O 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE Of IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & l\1ILES PLLC; WELLS 














COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ) 
CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 






ORDER GRANTING LEAVE TO 
WITHDRAW 
2 6 LEAVE TO WITIIDRA W + 
, l.AW OFF'ICE:S OF' 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 
LE:WISTON, IDAHO a:,so1 



























This matter having come before the Court for hearing pursuant to a motion filed by 
John Charles Mitchell, attorney of record for petitioner, for permission to withdraw as counsel for 
defendant pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil Proceduxe Rule 11 (b )(2), After considering the evidence, 
pleadings, and motion, it appears to the Court that there is good cause for granting said attorney's 
motion. for leave to withdraw as counsel for defendant in this cause pf action. It is, therefor, ordered 
that this motion for leave to withdraw is granted. John Charles Mitchell may withdraw as counsel 
for defendant effective upon the signing of this order. 
Defendant has unfil20 days from the date of this order to obtain other representation 
in this cause pursuant to Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure Rule ~l(b )(3) or to appear in person 
by filing a written notice with the court stating how the di.entwill proceed without an attorney 
within 20 days from the date of service or mailing of the order to the client Proceedings in this 
action are stayed until that time. If an attorney has not appeared on. the defendant's behalf or if the 
defendant has not filed a notice of appearance prio:t: to the 20 day period ending) such failure shall 
be sufficient grounds for e1:1try of default and default judgment against such party or dismissal of the 
action of such party, with prejudice, without further notice. 
If an attorney has not appeared on the defendant's behalf prior to the 20 day period ending, 
the plaintiff shall serve copies of all.Court documents on defendant after the 20 day period by first 
class mail at an address certain, that being: PO Box 586, 150 Michigan Ave., Orofino, ID 83544. 
DA TED this_/_ day of May, 2013,. 
Judge 
ORDER GRANTJNG 
2 6 LEA VE TO WIT.HDRA W -2-
LAW OFPJ<::E:S OF 
CLARK A ND FEENEY, LLP 
LE:WIS'l'ON, IOAHO SSSOI 













CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
. HI . 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /6 - day of May, 2013, I caused to be served a true end 
conect copy of the foregoing docU!ll.ent by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq_. 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
POBox50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho &3405 
D U.S. Mail 
D Hand Delivered 
D Overnight Mail 
fX Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
D U.S. Ma;il 
D Hand Delivered 
D Overnight Mail 
Jt Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
Jo (\ rn,· 















2 6 LEAVE TO WITBDRA W 
v 'd 6988 'ON 
-3-
LAW OF'FICES OF' 
CLARK A}{D FEENEY. LLP 
LEWISTON, IDAHO S3150l 
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JOHN C. lvf!TCHELL 
CLARK and FEENEY 
Attorneys for Defendants Nickerson 
The Train Station, Suite 201 
13th and Main Streets 
P. 0. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho State Bar# 7159 
IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TI-IE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK,N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thruX, 
Defendant. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants .. 
STATE OF IDAHO 




) CaseNo. CV2011-28 
) 













JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL, after being first duly sworn 011 oath, deposes and says: 
That he is a male citizen of the United States of America, over the age of 21 years. That on 
26 AFFIDAVITOFMAlLmG 1 
LAW OF'F'ICE:S O F 
CLARK AN D FEENEY, LLP 
LEWISTON. IDAHO !!131501 
995



























the~ day of June, 2013, he caused two (2) envelopes to be preparedi addressed to the defendant 
at the following address: 
CHARLES and DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF ROAD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
That on the said b day of June, 2013, he enclosed in said envelopes a true and coaect 
copy of Order Granting Leave to Withdraw and attached to said envelopes sufficient postage to 
assure its delivery to said addressee by ordinary fust class mail and certified mail and deposited each 
such envelope in the United States Mail at Lewiston, Idaho, upon said date. 
DATED this __ G_ day of June, 2013. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this-1l!__ day of Jmle, 2013. 
f!a&1t1h /!_a,~ 
AFFIDA V1T OF MAILING 
Notary Public in and for theState ofidaho, 
Employed at Lewiston, Idaho therein. 
My Commission expires: q-~-/3 
2 
LAW OFFICES OF 
CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 
LE:WISTON. [DAHO 83501 
996



























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
J,~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the£ day of:Febrnaey, 2013, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
fason R. R.ammell, Esq. w U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
3 81 Shoup Ave. 0 Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist ;;a/ U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 0 Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK,N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO 




) Case No. CV 2011-28 
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PAUL THOM AS CLARK, after being first duly sworn on oath. deposes and says: 
1. John Charles Mitchell is no longer a member of Clark and Feeney, LLC, and has 
withdrawn from our offices. 
2. I recently had a conversation with Donna Nickerson who is one of the above-named 
Defendants and discovered that she was unaware that John Mitchell previously withdrew as attorney 
ofrecord on May 15, 2013, for her and her husband. 
AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 1 
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CLARK AND FEENEY, LLP 




























3. After our discussion, I looked at the court registry and discovered he had filed an 
Affidavit of Mailing on June 6, 2013, indicating he caused two (2) envelopes to be prepared, 
addressed to the defendant at the following address: CHARLES and DONNA NICKERSON, 3165 
NEFF ROAD, OROFINO, ID 83544 and enclosed in said envelopes a true and correct copy of Order 
Granting Leave to Withdraw and attached to said envelopes sufficient postage to assure its delivery 
to said addressee by ordinary first class mail and certified mail and deposited each such envelope in 
the United States Mail at Lewiston, Idaho, upon said date. 
4. The client file was then discovered in Mr. Mitchell's vacated office. Loose in the file 
my staff discovered two separate original envelopes addressed to Charles and Donna Nickerson, 
3165 Neff Road, Orofino, ID 83544 which presumably contained the referenced Order Granting 
Leave to Withdraw which were still sealed and loose in the file and not mailed. 
In addition, our office had information indicating that the Nickersons were presently residing 
at a Montana address. One wonders why Mr. Mitchell used the Idaho address rather than the 
Montana address. 
For whatever reason, the envelopes which presumably contained the original notice to the 
clients that he had withdrawn were never mailed to them for reasons unknown to the undersigned 
but instead were found in rv'fr. Mitchell's office, sealc;d, laying loose in the client file. 
5. Your Affiant has placed said Order Granting Leave to Withdraw in an envelope on 
this date to their Montana address of 4610 MONTANA HIGHWAY 200, WOLF CREEK, MT 
59648 via U.S. Mail and Certified Return Receipt and to their Idaho address of3165 NEFF ROAD, 
OROFINO, ID 83544 via U.S. Mail and Certified Return Receipt. 
AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 2 
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DATED this I /p . day of Aul 2013 
--+-------------
P Ar THOMAS CLARK 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this /{J day of August, 2013 . 
LJJ11l;;/<rb£1tlr 
Notary P ublic in and for the State ofldaho, 
Employed at Lewiston, Idaho therein. . . 
My Commission expires: (f}· Z/1 -2/)J'? 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY Liat on the: J{f_ day of August, 20 13, I cauE:ed to be served a trne and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. ·1ta U.S. Mail 
I 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist l9) U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
Charles and Donna Nickerson l1lJ U.S. Mail +- Url-t htd (Y1 t'.LL I 
4610 Montana Highway 200 D Hand Delivered 
Wolf Creek, MA 59648 D Overnight Mail 
D Telecopy 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
. ~ 
U.S. Mail 4- t e.r--h !lul I flcu.l 
3165 NeffRoad D Hand Delivered 
Orofino, ID 83544 D Overnight Mail 
D Telecopy 
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CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF IDAHO 
PHH MORTGAGE 
V. 
CHARLES AND DONNA 
NICKERSON 
CV 2011-0000028 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
COMES NOW DONNA NICKERSON INDIVIDUALLY AND ON BEHALF OF HER 
HUSBAND CHARLES NICKERSON AND NOTICES ALL THAT THEY INTEND 
TO REPRESENT THEMSELVES IN THIS MATTER. ALL MOTIONS PLEADINGS 
ETC SHOULD BE SERVED ON US. I SWEAR I SERVED A COPY OF SAID 
NOTICE BY UNITED STATES MAIL TO; 
JUST LAW 
381 SHOUP AVENUE, SUITE 211 
P.O. BOX 50271 
IDAHO FALLS, ID 83405 
DATED THIS JS DAY OF AUGUST 2013 
&~-
Moffttr ntoM~.f t1Mll67T t.oci(. l r-z&u;s 
f. o. g tJ x s-1 S7>J-
IPA i/ tJ h'J liJ~ ro f Ji/ o .f-
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Civrk Dis Court 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT •water C"ur~y_. ld_a-+-___, 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife ; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK,N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/ a of PHH MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) Case No. CV 2011 -28 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF PAUL THOMAS CLARK 




























PAUL THOMAS CLARK, and after being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. On August 16, 2013, a copy of ORDER PERMITTING ATTORNEY TO 
WITHDRAW and NOTICE TO DEFENDANT was mailed certified mail/return receipt request 
to Charles and Donna Nickerson at their Montana address and their Idaho address. 
2. The said envelope addressed to the Nickersons at 3165 Neff Road, Orofino, Idaho, 
was returned to your Affiant' s office as "Unclaimed" , the original envelope is attached hereto as 
Exhibit "A". 
AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 1 
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DATED this lP day of September, 2013. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to bef re me this ---1..Q__ day of September, 2013. 
,,111111//11, ,, ' ''1 
,'-' , r,. r -, I; s 
~)..\•, •. I, ,·J~ /~ ~2 ~,~. '·~1>.A ~ L 
::: ..:-· ~ <J) ~ ___, __ _ .....:<..L._ --'U"""-<...-"--.:=.::..=...IL_ ___________ _ 
~ f I\V 1 , \' \ % Notary Public in and for the State of Idaho 
% \ Pi..::_ ., J § Residing at:._---"L""""-"11..,,12>£...:.<"ffi:1.,_,_.,~'-'-"'- --------
~ \Sl)\/ .f f My Commission expires: CJ· -Z t.D · ZD \5 / ,,, ·1, ··'' O ,, //·,; .~- ,,.: , .. ~ ,, 
11; . \ "•· .1'1· · \\\ 
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1,i 11ii111''' CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ___Le_ day of September, 2013, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. ~ U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist ~ U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
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Clerk Dist Court 
Clearwater Coun , Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DI 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife ; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK,N.A. , and JOHN DOES I 
thru X, 
Defendant. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and 
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
County of Nez Perce 
) ss. 
) 
) Case No. CV 2011-28 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT OF PAUL THOMAS CLARK 
















PAUL THOMAS CLARK, and after being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. On August 16, 2013 , a copy of ORDER PERMITTING ATTORNEY TO 
WITHDRAW and NOTICE TO DEFENDANT was mailed certified mail/return receipt request 
to Charles and Donna Nickerson at their Montana address and their Idaho address. 
2. The said envelope addressed to the Nickersons at 4610 Montana Highway 200, Wolf 
2 4 Creek, Montana, was returned to your Affiant ' s office as "Unclaimed", the original envelope is 
2 5 attached hereto as Exhibit "A". 
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DATED this -~l- day of October, 2013 . 
PAUL THO¢ CLARK 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this __l_ day of October, 2013 . 
Notary Publi~ d for the State of Idaho 
Residing at: \$\:rm 
My Commission expires: (/1 -ZLo-2016 - ..... - ' ,., "/ 0 ..... 
~ .;,,, ~ 
,;.,/1 i,...r- ' "'° ,,, 
I; ,,\\ 
I/ 11 t 1 , \ \ • 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _l_ day of October, 2013 , I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq. 'in ' U.S. Mail 
Kipp Manwaring D Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office D Overnight Mail 
381 Shoup Ave. D Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist /~ U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields D Hand Delivered 
PO Box 51505 D Overnight Mail 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 D Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
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SECOND TTTDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE ("" IDAHO 
IN. .D FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARW, !~R L } 
150 MICIDGAN AVE FIL fl) // /3 ~13 p.-
OROFINO,IDAHO 83544 ../ ~·~~~ 1 '"' ILAH~ 
PHH Mortgage 
vs . 






Case No: CV-2011-28 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Telephonic Status Conference 
Judge: 
Courtroom: 
Tuesday, December 17, 2013 
Michael J Griffin 
District Courtroom 
8:30 AM PST 
Please call 208/476-8998 to appear telephonically. 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on November 13th, 2013. 
CHARLES NICKERSON 
DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF ROAD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
CHARLES NICKERSON 
DONNA NICKERSON 
4610 MONTANA HIGHWAY 200 
WOLF CREEK, MT. 89648 
,/ Mailed 
KIPP MANWARING 
JASON R RAMMELL 
P .O. BOX 50271 
381 SHOUP A VE 
Hand Delivered 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83405 
(208) 523-9146 
--1L.__ Mailed 
JON A STENQUIST 
PO BOX 1367 
Hand Delivered 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83403-1367 
(208) 522-5111 







Dated: November 13th, 2013 
Carrie Bird 
Cle OfT e District Court 
By: 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage • 
-------AM././ :5.J_ 
JI-J.~ PM-
NQ\J 1 4 2013 fJJ 
t~lerk Dist. Court 
L Ctea!'\'l:~•e! C ::}2 y_t_,fa_ho _ _, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment - Page 1 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
1009
In accordance with I.R.C.P . 56(a) Plaintiff, PHH Mortgage Corporation, (PHH), moves 
the court for its order granting summary judgment. 
The issue is: Is PHH entitled to judgment of foreclose on its deed of trust where the 
Nickersons defaulted in payment? 
This motion is based upon the pleadings of record, the Second Affidavit of Ron 
Casperite, the Affidavit of Chase Employee in Support of Second Motion for Summary 
Judgment, and the previously filed Affidavit of Counsel in Supp01i of PHH Mortgage 
Company' s Motion for Summary Judgment, Affidavit of Ron Casperite, Affidavit of Brandie S. 
Watkins, together with all prior affidavits filed in support of PHH' s first motion for summary 
judgment and Chase's motion for summary judgment, and the memorandum in support of PHH's 
second motion for summary judgment filed simultaneously with this motion. 
Oral argument by telephone is requested. 
DATED this 2 day of November 2013. 
~n~ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /2..fJ day of November 2013 a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served ~pon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment - Page 2 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[X] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 






CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
'F ~ '· , , 1 f"'\ r,/ AM..fE.2.L.~ ~ P  
r V ; 4 ~Ol~ jyj 
Clerk 01st. Courtj 
Clearwa•er County_ Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF PLAINTIFF'S SECOND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
Memorandum in Support of Plaintifrs Second Motion for Summary Judgment - Page 1 
10650-NJ 
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The Nickersons' payment history shows they failed to pay 9 monthly payments 
between November 1, 2007 and December 2009. Default in payment gives rise to PHH's 
right to foreclose its deed of trust. 
A brief review of the procedural history of this action will help narrow the issues 
remaining to be determined on summary judgment. 
PHH and a third-party, Chase, filed separate motions for summary judgment in 2012. 
Chase was granted summary judgment and is no longer a party in this action. (Order Granting 
Chase's Motion for Summary Judgment entered November 16, 2012). 
PHH was granted partial summary judgment. (Order Granting PHH's Motion for 
Summary Judgment in Part entered November 16, 2012). Remaining at issue was the 
Nickersons' default and default amount. 
By order entered February 5, 2013 the court denied the Nickersons' motion for 
reconsideration of the court's orders on summary judgment. (Order Denying Motion to 
Reconsider). 
On May 15, 2013 the court entered its Order Granting Leave to Withdraw allowing the 
Nickersons' counsel to withdraw from this action. 
PHH' s first motion for summary judgment was denied in part based upon the court's 
determination that genuine issues of material fact existed relating to the Nickersons' default and 
default amount. Specifically, there was uncertainty as to whether the Nickersons were in default 
as of January 2010. (Memorandum Opinion Re: PHH's Motion for Summary Judgment entered 
November 16, 2012). 
FACTS 
Salient facts regarding default are taken from the Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, 
the Affidavit of Chase Employee in Support of Second Motion for Summary Judgment, and the 
previously filed Affidavit of Counsel in Support of PHH Mortgage Company's Motion for 
Summary Judgment, and from a the record of all previously filed affidavits. 
On or about October 4, 2002 the Nickersons executed in favor of Coldwell Banker 
Mortgage (a subsidiary of PHH) a promissory note in the principal amount of $285,000. (Second 
Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, Exhibit A). The Nickersons have verified the authenticity of their 
signatures on that note. (Affidavit of Counsel). 
Memorandum in Support of Plaintifrs Second Motion for Summary Judgment - Page 2 
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To secure payment of the promissory note for the loan, the Nickersons granted a deed of 
trust naming PHH as beneficiary. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, Exhibit B). That deed 
of trust was recorded October 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190568 in the Recorder's Office for 
Clearwater County, Idaho. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, Exhibit A). The Nickersons 
have verified the authenticity of their signatures on that deed of trust. (Affidavit of Counsel). 
Paragraph 6 of the promissory note states as follows. "(B) If I do not pay the full amount 
of each monthly payment on the date it is due, I will be in default." (Second Affidavit of Ronald 
Casperite, Exhibit A). In subparagraph 6(C) it states, "Even if, at a time when I am in default, 
the Note Holder does not require me to pay immediately in full as described above, the Note 
Holder will still have the right to do so if I am in default at a later time." (Second Affidavit of 
Ronald Casperite, Exhibit A). 
Paragraph 1 of the deed of trust contains language that PHH' s acceptance of partial 
payments does not constitute waiver of rights to demand full payment, accelerate payment upon 
default, or seek foreclosure. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, Exhibit B). 
For the period from November 1, 2007 through December 2009 the Nickersons were 
obligated to make 26 monthly payments. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, Exhibit A). 
According to the record of payments, the Nickersons made only 17 payments. The Nickersons 
were in default for failing to make 9 required monthly payments. (Second Affidavit of Ronald 
Casperite, Exhibit C). 
Chase was servicing the Nickersons' loan for the time period from November 1, 2007 
through January 2010. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, Exhibit C; Affidavit of Chase 
Employee in Support of Second Motion for Summary Judgment, Exhibit A). PHH received the 
loan from Chase on February 10, 2010. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, Exhibit C). 
When PHH received the loan from Chase in February 2010, the Nickersons were in 
default for failure to make all required payments. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, Exhibit 
C; Affidavit of Chase Employee in Support of Second Motion for Summary Judgment). PHH 
refused to accept any further payments from the Nickersons until the total amount in default was 
paid. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite ). 
As of February 11, 2010, the principal balance of the Nickersons' loan was $261,170.62. 
(Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite). Since February 2010 the Nickersons have made no 
payments on their loan. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite). Total accrued interest on the 
Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment - Page 3 
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principal balance through August 1, 2013 amounts to $73,791.48. The per diem interest is 
$44.94. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite). 
ARGUMENT 
Standard for Summary Judgment 
Summary judgment must be granted "if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on 
file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact 
and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law." I.R.C.P. 56(c). In order to 
determine whether judgment should be entered as a matter of law, the trial court must review the 
pleadings, depositions, affidavits, and admissions on file. I.R.C.P. 56(c). 
The trial court liberally construes the record in the light most favorable to the party 
opposing the motion, drawing all reasonable inferences and conclusions in that party's favor. 
Tolmie Farms v. JR. Simplot Co., 124 Idaho 607, 609, 862 P.2d 299, 301 (1993); Doe v. 
Durtschi, 110 Idaho 466, 469, 716 P.2d 1238, 1241 (1986). If reasonable people could reach 
different conclusions or draw conflicting inferences from the evidence, the motion must be 
denied. Featherston v. Allstate Insurance Co., 125 Idaho 840, 842, 875 P.2d 937, 939 (1994). 
Default 
It is axiomatic that failure to pay a promissory note m accordance with its terms 
constitutes default. Under the terms of the promissory note, the Nickersons were obligated to 
make all monthly payments. The Nickersons are in default where they failed to pay 9 monthly 
payments between November 1, 2007 and December 2009. 
Idaho Code § 6-101(2) specifically states its provisions "must be construed in order to 
permit a secured creditor to realize upon collateral for a debt or other obligation agreed upon by 
the debtor and creditor." Idaho law has long recognized that a deed of trust may be treated as a 
mortgage for purposes of judicial foreclosure. Brown v. Bryan, 6 Idaho 1, 51 P. 995 (1898). 
Where the grantor of a deed of trust has defaulted, the beneficiary may in accordance with the 
terms of the instrument accelerate the amount due and seek foreclosure. Frazier v. Neilsen & 
Co., 115 Idaho 739, 769 P.2d 1111 (1989). 
There are no genuine issues of material fact. The Nickersons defaulted on their 
promissory note. Accordingly, PHH is to summary judgment of foreclosure of its deed of trust. 
Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment - Page 4 
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Amount of Default 
Based upon the Second Affidavit of Ron Casperite, as of February 11, 2010, the principal 
balance of the Nickersons' loan was $261,170.62. Since February 2010 the Nickersons have 
made no payments on their loan. Total accrued interest on the principal balance through August 
1, 2013 amounts to $73,791.48. The per diem interest is $44.94. Based upon that computation, 
the amount of default as of December 1, 2013 would be $340,339.84. 
Under the terms of the promissory note and deed of trust, PHH is entitled to judgment of 
foreclosure in the above amounts with per diem interest accruing through the date of judgment 
and post judgment interest accruing through the date of sale. 
CONCLUSION 
There are no genuine issues of material fact. As a matter of law, PHH is entitled to 
summary judgment. 
The court should grant PHH's motion for summary judgment and enter judgment of 
foreclosure allowing PHH to proceed with foreclosure of its deed of trust through sheriffs sale. 
DATED this 7 day of November 2013. 
~an~ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment - Page 5 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the J2~ day of November 2013, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served hpon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
[ J Hand Delivered 
p(.i] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Affidavit of Chase in Support of Second Motion for SJ - Page 1 
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EMPLOYEE IN SUPPORT OF 
SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY ,JUDGMENT 
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ST A TE OF OHIO) 
: ss 
County of Franklin) 
BRANDIE S. WATKINS} Assistant Secretary, being first duly sworn under oath, 
deposes and states as follows: 
1, I am eighteen years of age or older and have personal knowledge of the facts and 
information contained in this affidavit. 
2. I am an Assistant Secretary for JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A., and have been 
employed by Chase for over five years. My business address is c/o Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett 
Rock & Fields, Chtd., 900 Pier Vi.ewDrive, Suite 206, Idaho Falls, ID 83402. 
3. Through my training and experience as a Chase employee, I have become familiar 
with Chase's business records and systems relating to past due letters to borrowers. Past due 
letters contain information such as past due amounts and may include a breakdown of past due 
categories. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct past due letter to the Nickersons 
dated December 7, 2009 that was generated in the ordinary course of business. 
5. As of December 5, 2009, the borrower was in arrears in the amount of 
$28,368.84. 
DATED this 11th day of October 2013. 
; Brandie S. Watkins, 
Assistant S~retary 
JPMorgan Chase Bank,N.A. 
t!i 
SUBSCRIBE AND SWORN TO before me this_/_/_ day of October 2013. 
Notary Public for 
Residing at: -'-'Rc..ru:\...!W..!"'---"-"-'"""',-
My commission expires: 
Affidavit of Chase in Support of Second Motion for SJ - Page 2 
10650-Nl 
Brandie S. Watkins 
Assistant Sn~ret,,.-· 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I~ fli /\Jou. I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of~ 2013, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon 
1
the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino; Idaho 83544 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)<l U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ J Facsimile 
[ ] Other ______ __ _ 
t#.~ es le Ort Up 
Paralegal 





Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7356) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
December 07, 2009 
Return Service Requested 
45955-0003110-001-011-000-000-000 
DONNA NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 
Your house is your home. We want to keep it that way. 
We need to talk--call (800) 848-9380 today. 
CHASEO 
You're going through tough times--we can help. In fact, we believeyour home loan may be eligible 
for a loan modification program-we may be able to change the term of your loan, the interest rate, 
and maybe even the principal due date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
Call us today at (800) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. We'll discuss 
your current situation ( outlined in the enclosed letter) and the options available to you. 
But we cannot stress enough that the longer you delay calling us-the fewer chances you 
may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone-one of our Loan Specialists will work with you to 
detennine the option that best fits your needs. There are several options available-call us now and 
let's see which one will work best for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your homebut you must call 
us immediately at (800) 848-9380.-the longer you delay the fewer options you may have. 
Collections Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your current situation andthe consequences that will 
occur unless we receive the required financial information from you and can approve you 
for a modification.Once you call us with the infonnation needed, then we can work together to 
detennine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee that you will be approved, 
but your only chance of saving your home is by contacting us immediately. Please don't 
delay--call us now at (800) 848-9380. 
FCLMTM 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7356) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 




REDMOND WA 98073-3414 
Acceleration Warning (Notice of Intent to Foreclose) 
Account: 1916210920 (the "Loan") 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 (the "Property") 
Dear Mo1igagor(s): 
CHA.SEO 
Under the tem1s of the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing your Loan, you are 
hereby notified of the following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly installments commencing with 
the payment due 01/01/2009. 
2. As of 12/05/2009, total monthly payments (including principal, interest, and escrow if applicable), late 
fees, NSF fees, and other fees & advances due under the tern1s of your loan documents in the total 
amount of $28,368.84 are past due. This past due amount is itemized below. 
The above-referenced total amount due does not reflect any partial payments currently held in suspense 
on your account. Suspense amounts will be applied toward reduction of the loan balance once payment 
in full required by this letter is received. If you have any questions about the amounts detailed below, 
please contact us as soon as possible at (800) 848-9380. 
Total Monthly Payments 
Late Fees 
NSF Fees 





*Other Fees & Advances include those amounts allowed by your Note and Mortgage. If you 
need additional information regarding the.fees, please contact us at the number provided 
below. 
3. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set forth in Paragraph 2 within 
thirty-two (32) days from the date of this notice in order to cure this default. 
4. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this notice, Chase Home 
Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the Loan, tem1inate your credit line if the Loan 
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provides for revolving advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice to you. If this happens, 
Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the remedies 
provided in the Mortgage, which may include but not be limited to, allowable foreclosure/attorney fees, 
and other expenses pennitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
5. Ifpe1mitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right to reinstate after acceleration 
of the Loan and the right to bring a court action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other 
defense to acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to reinstate may be higher 
than what is owed under Paragraph 2 above due to additional fees and charges that we are entitled to 
collect under the Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we initiate. Accounts 
not including an escrow monthly deposit may not reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on 
the Loan. 
6. The total amount due under Paragraph 2 above is required to be paid in the fonn of a cashier's check or 
certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
PO BOX78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attention PO BOX 78420 
1820 East Sky Harbor Circle South 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. However, if you send us less than 
the full amount owed, we may in our sole discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without 
waiving any default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with foreclosure 
proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
7. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a variety ofloss mitigation 
programs that might help you resolve your default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with 
you to discuss these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your circumstances. 
Please call us as soon as possible at (800) 848-9380. 
8. While the Loan remains in default, we will perforn1 certain tasks to protect our interest in tluProperty, 
including visits to your Property at regular intervals during the default. This will be done to detennine, 
as of the date of the inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your plans for 
curing the default and paying this Loan on time. You should anticipate that any costs incurred by Chase 
Home Finance LLC will be added to the amount you now owe if pennitted by your loan documents or 
applicable law. 
An important reminder for all our customers: As stated in the "Questions and Answers for Borrowers 
about the Homeowner Affordability and Stability Plan" distributed by the Obama Administration, 
"Borrowers should beware of any organization that attempts to charge a fee for housing counseling or 
modification of a delinquent loan, especially if they require a fee in advance." Chase offers loan 
modification assistance free of charge (i.e., no modification fee required). Please call us immediately at 
(800) 848-9380 to discuss your options. The longer you delay the fewer options you may have. 
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Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to borrowers. Such counseling is 
available through a variety of nonprofit organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved 
by the Secretaiy of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such organizations may be obtained 
by calling HUD toll-free at (800) 569-4287. 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline at (877) 601-4673 or a Chase Loss 
Mitigation specialist at (800) 446-8939 to discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
Illinois Customers: You may have recently received a "Grace Period Notice" that is required under Illinois law 
allowing you thirty (30) days to obtain approved housing counseling. The notice provided that if you obtained 
housing counseling from an approved housing counseling agency, you may be entitled to an additional thirty 
(30)-day grace period. The law does not require us to wait until the end of any additional thirty (30)-day grace 
period before sending you this thi1ty (30)-day demand letter. If you have obtained an additional thirty (30)-day 
grace period, you still have the full additional thirty (30) days from the date we receive notice from an approved 
housing counseling agency that the agency is working on a plan to resolve the delinquency before we will 
commence legal action. 
New York Customers: We recently sent you a notice that is required under New York law that you are at risk of 
losing your home due to delinquency, and that you have several options available to you that may help you keep 
your home. The notice provided that if the delinquency was not resolved within ninety (90) days from the date 
that notice was mailed, we may commence legal action against you. The law does not require us to wait until the 
end of the ninety (90)-day period before sending you this thirty (30)-day demand letter. You still have the full 
ninety (90) days from the date that notice was mailed to resolve the delinquency before we will commence legal 
action. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt, and any information obtained will be used for 
that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, missed payments, or other 
defaults on your account may be reflected in your credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your attorney and provide us with the attorney's 
name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the protections of the automatic stay, or if 
you have received a final discharge in a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or inforn1ational purposes 
only and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of the bankruptcy laws. However, 
Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Collections Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
Enclosure 
1. Homeowner's Assistance Brochure 
CERTIFIED MAIL: Return Receipt Requested and First Class Mail 
BRI60 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7356) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
December 07, 2009 
Return Service Requested 
45955-0003111-001-011-000-000-000 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 
Your house is your home. We want to keep it that way. 
We need to talk--call (800) 848-9380 today. 
CHASEO 
You're going through tough times-we can help. In fact, we believeyour home loan may be eligible 
for a loan modification program-we may be able to change the tenn of your loan, the interest rate, 
and maybe even the principal due date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
Call us today at (800) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. We'll discuss 
your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter) and the options available to you. 
But we cannot stress enough that the longer you delay calling us-the fewer chances you 
may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone-one of our Loan Specialists will work with you to 
detennine the option that best fits your needs. There are several options available-call us now and 
let's see which one will work best for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your homebut you must call 
us immediately at (800) 848-9380-the longer you delay the fewer options you may have. 
Collections Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your current situation andthe consequences that will 
occur unless we receive the required financial information from you and can approve you 
for a modification.Once you call us with the infonnation needed, then we can work together to 
detennine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee that you will be approved, 
but your only chance of saving your home is by contacting us immediately. Please don't 
delay--call us now at (800) 848-9380. 
FCLMTM 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7356) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
December 07, 2009 
45955-0003111-001-011-000-000-000 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 
Acceleration Warning (Notice of Intent to Foreclose) 
Account: 1916210920 ( the "Loan") 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 (the "Property") 
Dear Mo1igagor(s): 
CHASEO 
Under the tenns of the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing your Loan, you are 
hereby notified of the following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly installments commencing with 
the payment due 01/01/2009. 
2. As of 12/05/2009, total monthly payments (including principal, interest, and escrow if applicable), late 
fees, NSF fees, and other fees & advances due under the terms of your loan documents in the total 
amount of $28,368.84 are past due. This past due amount is itemized below. 
The above-referenced total amount due does not reflect any partial payments currently held in suspense 
on your account. Suspense amounts will be applied toward reduction of the loan balance once payment 
in full required by this letter is received. If you have any questions about the amounts detailed below, 
please contact us as soon as possible at (800) 848-9380. 
Total Monthly Payments 
Late Fees 
NSF Fees 





*Other Fees & Advances include those amounts allowed by your Note and Mortgage. Jfyou 
need additional information regarding the fees, please contact us at the number provided 
below. 
3. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set forth in Paragraph 2 within 
thirty-two (32) days from the date of this notice in order to cure this default. 
4. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this notice, Chase Home 
Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the Loan, tenninate your credit line if the Loan 
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provides for revolving advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice to you. If this happens, 
Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to collect its expenses incuned in pursuing the remedies 
provided in the Mortgage, which may include but not be limited to, allowable foreclosure/attorney fees, 
and other expenses pennitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
5. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right to reinstate after acceleration 
of the Loan and the right to bring a court action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other 
defense to acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to reinstate may be higher 
than what is owed under Paragraph 2 above due to additional fees and charges that we are entitled to 
collect under the Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we initiate. Accounts 
not including an escrow monthly deposit may not reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on 
the Loan. 
6. The total amount due under Paragraph 2 above is required to be paid in the form of a cashier's check or 
certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
PO BOX 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attention PO BOX 78420 
1820 East Sky Harbor Circle South 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. However, if you send us less than 
the full amount owed, we may in our sole discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without 
waiving any default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with foreclosure 
proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
7. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a variety of loss mitigation 
programs that might help you resolve your default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with 
you to discuss these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your circumstances. 
Please call us as soon as possible at (800) 848-9380. 
8. While the Loan remains in default, we will perfom1 certain tasks to protect our interest in th<Property, 
including visits to your Property at regular intervals during the default. This will be done to detennine, 
as of the date of the inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your plans for 
curing the default and paying this Loan on time. You should anticipate that any costs incuned by Chase 
Home Finance LLC will be added to the amount you now owe ifpennitted by your loan documents or 
applicable law. 
An important reminder for all our customers: As stated in the "Questions and Answers for Borrowers 
about the Homeowner Affordability and Stability Plan" distributed by the Obama Administration, 
"Borrowers should beware of any organization that attempts to charge a fee for housing counseling or 
modification of a delinquent loan, especially if they require a fee in advance." Chase offers loan 
modification assistance free of charge (i.e., no modification fee required). Please call us immediately at 
(800) 848-9380 to discuss your options. The longer you delay the fewer options you may have. 
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Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to borrowers. Such counseling is 
available through a variety of nonprofit organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such organizations may be obtained 
by calling HUD toll-free at (800) 569-4287. 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline at (877) 601-4673 or a Chase Loss 
Mitigation specialist at (800) 446-8939 to discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
Illinois Customers: You may have recently received a "Grace Period Notice" that is required under Illinois law 
allowing you thirty (30) days to obtain approved housing counseling. The notice provided that if you obtained 
housing counseling from an approved housing counseling agency, you may be entitled to an additional thirty 
(30)-day grace period. The law does not require us to wait until the end of any additional thirty (30)-day grace 
period before sending you this thirty (30)-day demand letter. If you have obtained an additional thi1iy (30)-day 
grace period, you still have the full additional thirty (30) days from the date we receive notice from an approved 
housing counseling agency that the agency is working on a plan to resolve the delinquency before we will 
commence legal action. 
New York Customers: We recently sent you a notice that is required under New York law that you are at risk of 
losing your home due to delinquency, and that you have several options available to you that may help you keep 
your home. The notice provided that if the delinquency was not resolved within ninety (90) days from the date 
that notice was mailed, we may commence legal action against you. The law does not require us to wait until the 
end of the ninety (90)-day period before sending you this thirty (30)-day demand letter. You still have the full 
ninety (90) days from the date that notice was mailed to resolve the delinquency before we will commence legal 
action. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt, and any information obtained will be used for 
that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, missed payments, or other 
defaults on your account may be reflected in your credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your attorney and provide us with the attorney's 
name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankrnptcy proceedings and subject to the protections of the automatic stay, or if 
you have received a final discharge in a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or infonnational purposes 
only and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of the bankruptcy laws. However, 
Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Collections Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
Enclosure 
1. Homeowner's Assistance Brochure 
CERTIFIED MAIL: Return Receipt Requested and First Class Mail 
BR160 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7356) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
December 07, 2009 
Return Service Requested 
45955-0003112-001-011-000-000-000 
DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO ID 83544-9631 
Your house is your home. We want to keep it that way. 
We need to talk--call (800) 848-9380 today. 
CHA.SEO 
You're going through tough time~-we can help. In fact, we believeyour home loan may be eligible 
for a loan modification program-we may be able to change the term of your loan, the interest rate, 
and maybe even the principal due date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
Call us today at (800) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. We'll discuss 
your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter) and the options available to you. 
But we cannot stress enough that the longer you delay calling us-the fewer chances you 
may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone-one of our Loan Specialists will work with you to 
detennine the option that best fits your needs. There are several options available-call us now and 
let's see which one will work best for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your ho1w:but you must call 
us immediately at (800) 848-9380.-the longer you delay the fewer options you may have. 
Collections Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
, 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your cun-ent situation andthe consequences that will 
occur unless we receive the required financial information from you and can approve you 
for a modification.Once you call us with the infonnation needed, then we can work together to 
detem1ine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee that you will be approved, 
but your only chance of saving your home is by contacting us immediately. Please don't 
delay--call us now at (800) 848-9380. 
FCLMTM 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7356) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
December 07, 2009 
45955-0003112-001-011-000-000-000 
DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO ID 83544-9631 
Acceleration Warning (Notice of Intent to Foreclose) 
Account: 1916210920 (the "Loan") 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 (the "Property") 
Dear Mortgagor(s): 
CHASEO 
Under the tem1s of the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing your Loan, you are 
hereby notified of the following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly installments commencing with 
the payment due 01/01/2009. 
2. As of 12/05/2009, total monthly payments (including principal, interest, and escrow if applicable), late 
fees, NSF fees, and other fees & advances due under the te1111S of your loan documents in the total 
amount of $28,368.84 are past due. This past due amount is itemized below. 
The above-referenced total amount due does not reflect any partial payments currently held in suspense 
on your account. Suspense amounts will be applied toward reduction of the loan balance once payment 
in full required by this letter is received. If you have any questions about the amounts detailed below, 
please contact us as soon as possible at (800) 848-9380. 
Total Monthly Payments 
Late Fees 
NSF Fees 





*Other Fees & Advances include those amounts allowed by your Note and Mortgage. Ifyou 
need additional information regarding the.fees, please contact us at the number provided 
below. 
3. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set forth in Paragraph 2 within 
thirty-two (32) days from the date of this notice in order to cure this default. 
4. Ifyou fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this notice, Chase Home 
Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the Loan, terminate your credit line if the Loan 
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provides for revolving advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice to you. If this happens, 
Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to collect its expenses incurred in pursuing the remedies 
provided in the Mortgage, which may include but not be limited to, allowable foreclosure/attorney fees, 
and other expenses pennitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
5. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right to reinstate after acceleration 
of the Loan and the right to bring a court action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other 
defense to acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to reinstate may be higher 
than what is owed under Paragraph 2 above due to additional fees and charges that we are entitled to 
collect under the Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we initiate. Accounts 
not including an escrow monthly deposit may not reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on 
the Loan. 
6. The total amount due under Paragraph 2 above is required to be paid in the fonn of a cashier's check or 
certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
PO BOX 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attention PO BOX 78420 
1820 East Sky Harbor Circle South 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. However, if you send us less than 
the full amount owed, we may in our sole discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without 
waiving any default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with foreclosure 
proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
7. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a variety of loss mitigation 
programs that might help you resolve your default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with 
you to discuss these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your circumstances. 
Please call us as soon as possible at (800) 848-9380. 
8. While the Loan remains in default, we will perfom1 certain tasks to protect our interest in thtProperty, 
including visits to your Property at regular intervals during the default. This will be done to detem1ine, 
as of the date of the inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your plans for 
curing the default and paying this Loan on time. You should anticipate that any costs incurred by Chase 
Home Finance LLC will be added to the amount you now owe if pem1itted by your loan documents or 
applicable law. 
An important reminder for all our customers: As stated in the "Questions and Answers for Borrowers 
about the Homeowner Affordability and Stability Plan" distributed by the Obama Administration, 
"Borrowers should beware of any organization that attempts to charge a fee for housing counseling or 
modification of a delinquent loan, especially if they require a fee in advance." Chase offers loan 
modification assistance free of charge (i.e., no modification fee required). Please call us immediately at 
(800) 848-9380 to discuss your options. The longer you delay the fewer options you may have. 
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Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to borrowers. Such counseling is 
available through a variety of nonprofit organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such organizations may be obtained 
by calling HUD toll-free at (800) 569-4287. 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline at (877) 601-4673 or a Chase Loss 
Mitigation specialist at (800) 446-8939 to discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
Illinois Customers: You may have recently received a ''Grace Period Notice" that is required under Illinois law 
allowing you thirty (30) days to obtain approved housing counseling. The notice provided that if you obtained 
housing counseling from an approved housing counseling agency, you may be entitled to an additional thirty 
(30)-day grace period. The law does not require us to wait until the end of any additional thirty (30)-day grace 
period before sending you this thirty (30)-day demand letter. If you have obtained an additional thi1iy (30)-day 
grace period, you still have the full additional thi1iy (30) days from the date we receive notice from an approved 
housing counseling agency that the agency is working on a plan to resolve the delinquency before we will 
commence legal action. 
New York Customers: We recently sent you a notice that is required under New York law that you are at risk of 
losing your home due to delinquency, and that you have several options available to you that may help you keep 
your home. The notice provided that if the delinquency was not resolved within ninety (90) days from the date 
that notice was mailed, we may commence legal action against you. The law does not require us to wait until the 
end of the ninety (90)-day period before sending you this thirty (30)-day demand letter. You still have the full 
ninety (90) days from the date that notice was mailed to resolve the delinquency before we will commence legal 
action. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt, and any information obtained will be used for 
that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, missed payments, or other 
defaults on your account may be reflected in your credit rep01i. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your attorney and provide us with the attorney's 
name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the protections of the automatic stay, or if 
you have received a final discharge in a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or infonnational purposes 
only and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of the bankruptcy laws. However, 
Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Collections Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
Enclosure 
1. Homeowner's Assistance Brochure 
CERTIFIED MAIL: Return Receipt Requested and First Class Mail 
BR160 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7356) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
December 07, 2009 
Return Service Requested 
45955-0003113-001-011-000-000-000 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO ID 83544-9631 
Your house is your home. We want to keep it that way. 
We need to talk--call (800) 848-9380 today. 
.......... s·· ............... o ...  CHAE ...  
You're going through tough time&-we can help. In fact, we believeyour home loan may be eligible 
for a loan modification program-we may be able to change the tenn of your loan, the interest rate, 
and maybe even the principal due date, to reduce the monthly payment to an amount you can afford. 
Call us today at (800) 848-9380 so we can help you turn things around. We'll discuss 
your current situation (outlined in the enclosed letter) and the options available to you. 
But we cannot stress enough that the longer you delay calling us-the fewer chances you 
may have to keep your home. 
It will only take a few minutes on the phone-one of our Loan Specialists will work with you to 
detennine the option that best fits your needs. There are several options available-call us now and 
let's see which one will work best for you. 
We are committed to working with you to find a way to help you keep your homebut you must call 
us immediately at (800) 848-9380.-the longer you delay the fewer options you may have. 
Collections Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
P.S. The enclosed legal letter outlines, in detail, your cunent situation andthe consequences that will 
occur unless we receive the required financial information from you and can approve you 
for a modification.Once you call us with the infonnation needed, then we can work together to 
detennine the option that will work best for you. We cannot guarantee that you will be approved, 
but your only chance of saving your home is by contacting us immediately. Please don't 
delay--call us now at (800) 848-9380. 
FCLMTM 
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Chase Home Finance LLC (OH4-7356) 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
December 07, 2009 
45955-0003113-001-011-000-000-000 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO ID 83544-9631 
Acceleration Warning (Notice of Intent to Foreclose) 
Account: 1916210920 (the "Loan") 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 (the "Property") 
Dear Mortgagor(s): 
CHASEO 
Under the tenns of the Mortgage, Security Deed, or Deed of Trust ("Mortgage") securing your Loan, you are 
hereby notified of the following: 
1. You are in default because you have failed to pay the required monthly installments commencing with 
the payment due 01/01/2009. 
2. As of 12/05/2009, total monthly payments (including principal, interest, and escrow if applicable), late 
fees, NSF fees, and other fees & advances due under the terms of your loan documents in the total 
amount of $28,368.84 are past due. This past due amount is itemized below. 
The above-referenced total amount due does not reflect any partial payments currently held in suspense 
on your account. Suspense amounts will be applied toward reduction of the loan balance once payment 
in full required by this letter is received. If you have any questions about the amounts detailed below, 
please contact us as soon as possible at (800) 848-9380. 
Total Monthly Payments 
Late Fees 
NSF Fees 





*Other Fees & Advances include those amounts allowed by your Note and Mortgage. Ifyou 
need additional information regarding the.fees, please contact us at the number provided 
below. 
3. Action required to cure the default: You must pay the total amount set forth in Paragraph 2 within 
thitiy-two (32) days from the date of this notice in order to cure this default. 
4. If you fail to cure the default within thirty-two (32) days from the date of this notice, Chase Home 
Finance LLC will accelerate the maturity of the Loan, tenninate your credit line if the Loan 
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provides for revolving advances, declare all sums secured by the Mortgage immediately due and 
payable, and commence foreclosure proceedings, all without further notice to you. If this happens, 
Chase Home Finance LLC will be entitled to collect its expenses incmTed in pursuing the remedies 
provided in the Mortgage, which may include but not be limited to, allowable foreclosure/attorney fees, 
and other expenses pennitted by your loan documents or applicable law. 
5. If permitted by your loan documents or applicable law, you have the right to reinstate after acceleration 
of the Loan and the right to bring a court action to assert the non-existence of a default, or any other 
defense to acceleration, foreclosure, and sale. However, the amount required to reinstate may be higher 
than what is owed under Paragraph 2 above due to additional fees and charges that we are entitled to 
collect under the Loan, including attorney fees related to any foreclosure action we initiate. Accounts 
not including an escrow monthly deposit may not reflect the entire escrow amount advanced and due on 
the Loan. 
6. The total amount due under Paragraph 2 above is required to be paid in the fonn of a cashier's check or 
certified funds and should be remitted to: 
Regular Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
PO BOX 78420 
Phoenix, AZ 85062-8420 
Overnight Mail: Chase Home Finance LLC 
Attention PO BOX 78420 
1820 East Sky Harbor Circle South 
Phoenix, AZ 85034-9700 
We are under no obligation to accept less than the full amount owed. However, if you send us less than 
the full amount owed, we may in our sole discretion apply such partial payment to your Loan without 
waiving any default or waiving our right to accelerate the Loan and continue with foreclosure 
proceedings in accordance with Paragraph 4 above. 
7. If you are unable to pay the amount past due, Chase Home Finance LLC has a variety of loss mitigation 
programs that might help you resolve your default and keep your home; however, we need to talk with 
you to discuss these options and determine which of them might be appropriate for your circumstances. 
Please call us as soon as possible at (800) 848-9380. 
8. While the Loan remains in default, we will perforn1 certain tasks to protect our interest in thfProperty, 
including visits to your Property at regular intervals during the default. This will be done to detennine, 
as of the date of the inspection, the property condition, occupancy status, and possibly your plans for 
curing the default and paying this Loan on time. You should anticipate that any costs incurred by Chase 
Home Finance LLC will be added to the amount you now owe if permitted by your loan documents or 
applicable law. 
An important reminder for all our customers: As stated in the "Questions and Answers for Borrowers 
about the Homeowner Affordability and Stability Plan" distributed by the Obama Administration, 
"Borrowers should beware of any organization that attempts to charge a fee for housing counseling or 
modification of a delinquent loan, especially if they require a fee in advance." Chase offers loan 
modification assistance free of charge (i.e., no modification fee required). Please call us immediately at 
(800) 848-9380 to discuss your options. The longer you delay the fewer options you may have. 
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Chase Home Finance LLC does not offer homeownership counseling services to borrowers. Such counseling is 
available through a variety of nonprofit organizations experienced in homeownership counseling and approved 
by the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD). A listing of such organizations may be obtained 
by calling HUD toll-free at (800) 569-4287. 
Colorado customers may contact the Colorado Foreclosure hotline at (877) 601-4673 or a Chase Loss 
Mitigation specialist at (800) 446-8939 to discuss alternatives to Foreclosure. 
Illinois Customers: You may have recently received a "Grace Period Notice" that is required under Illinois law 
allowing you thirty (30) days to obtain approved housing counseling. The notice provided that if you obtained 
housing counseling from an approved housing counseling agency, you may be entitled to an additional thirty 
(30)-day grace period. The law does not require us to wait until the end of any additional thirty (30)-day grace 
period before sending you this thirty (30)-day demand letter. If you have obtained an additional thi1iy (30)-day 
grace period, you still have the full additional thirty (30) days from the date we receive notice from an approved 
housing counseling agency that the agency is working on a plan to resolve the delinquency before we will 
c01mnence legal action. 
New York Customers: We recently sent you a notice that is required under New York law that you are at risk of 
losing your home due to delinquency, and that you have several options available to you that may help you keep 
your home. The notice provided that if the delinquency was not resolved within ninety (90) days from the date 
that notice was mailed, we may commence legal action against you. The law does not require us to wait until the 
end of the ninety (90)-day period before sending you this thirty (30)-day demand letter. You still have the full 
ninety (90) days from the date that notice was mailed to resolve the delinquency before we will c01mnence legal 
action. 
Chase Home Finance LLC is attempting to collect a debt, and any information obtained will be used for 
that purpose. 
We may report information about your account to credit bureaus. Late payments, missed payments, or other 
defaults on your account may be reflected in your credit report. 
If you are represented by an attorney, please refer this letter to your attorney and provide us with the attorney's 
name, address, and telephone number. 
If you are currently a debtor in bankruptcy proceedings and subject to the protections of the automatic stay, or if 
you have received a final discharge in a bankruptcy, this notice is for compliance and/or infonnational purposes 
only and not an attempt to impose personal liability for the debt in violation of the bankruptcy laws. However, 
Chase Home Finance LLC still has the right under the Mortgage to foreclose on the Property. 
Sincerely, 
Collections Department 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
(800) 848-9380 
(800) 582-0542 TDD/ Text Telephone 
Enclosure 
1. Homeowner's Assistance Brochure 
CERTIFIED MAIL: Return Receipt Requested and First Class Mail 
BR160 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mo1igage 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N .A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s ). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Pa1iy Plaintiff, 
vs . 
of PHH MORTGAGE d/b/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Paiiy Defendants . 
State of New Jersey ) 
Affidavit of Ron Casperite [Second SJ] - Page 1 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-2011 -28 
SECOND AFFIDAVIT OF 
RONALD E. CASPERITE IN 
SUPPORT OF PHH'S SECOND 




County of Burlington ) 
Ronald E. Casperite, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am eighteen years of age or older and have personal knowledge of the facts 
and infonnation contained in this affidavit. 
2. I am a Complex Litigation Liaison for PHH Mortgage Corporation. 
3. As part of my responsibilities for PHH, I managed the loan file pertaining to 
Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson. 
4. Attached as Exhibit A and incorporated here by reference is a true and correct 
copy of the Nickersons' promissory note. 
5. Attached as Exhibit B and incorporated here by reference is a true and correct 
copy of the Nickersons' deed of trust. 
6. Since the filing of my last affidavit, I have scrutinized Chase's loan history that 
was attached to Brandie S. Watkins' affidavit. 
7. Based upon my review, I was able to construct for purposes of trial in this action 
an illustrative loan history. Attached as Exhibit C and incorporated here by reference is a true 
and correct copy of that illustrative loan history. 
8. Through my training and experience as a litigation liaison for PHH, I am able to 
examine loan history infonnation and determine the history of payments, application of 
payments to principal and interest, assessment of fees and costs, and transfers into and from 
escrow accounts as part of an overall history of a specific loan. 
9. I used my training, knowledge and experience in preparing Exhibit C attached 
for the purpose of making a detailed history of the Nickersons' loan during the time Chase 
serviced the loan and since February 2010 the time PHH had the loan. 
10. From November 2007 through December 2009 the Nickersons were obligated to 
pay 26 monthly payments. During that time period the Nickersons only made 17 monthly 
payments. The Nickersons failed to make 9 monthly payments causing their loan to go into 
default status. 
11. Just prior to Chase returning the Nickersons' loan, Chase reversed a January 
2010 payment and zeroed the escrow balance. 
12. As of February 10, 2010 the Nickersons loan was in default due to the 9 monthly 
payments that were never paid. 
Affidavit of Ron Casperite [Second SJ] - Page 2 
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13. Upon PHH's receipt from Chase of the Nickersons' loan, the principal balance 
was $261,170.62. 
14. Since February 2010 the Nickersons have not made any further payments on the 
loan, nor have the Nickersons cured their default. 
15. Projected to August 1, 2013 the principal balance of the Nickersons loan 
remains at $261,170.62. Interest on that balance has accrued at the note rate of 6.28% to the 
sum of $73,791.48 projected to August 1, 2013, with per diem interest accruing the amount of 
$44.94. 
Dated this 
Ronald E. Casperite 
PHH Mortgage Corporation 
. # xp+e.rni:>.ey-
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this _Jj)_ day ~.t:Jm'y 2013. 
[SEAL] 
Affidavit of Ron Casperite [Second SJ] Page 3 
10650-Nl 
Notary Public for 1-,\.ew ::}eics~ 
Residing at: Pl-\-t\- 1\4.lJ'Y+,o.-o\<- G,.-).puv-1:L+..:c."'"' 
My c01m11ission expires: i \;l_C.. \ 2-01~-
ARLENE L TOLBERT 
NOTARY PUBUC Of N6N Bf!£t 
My~&pns msim,ffl 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the jJ -Jtl. day of November 2013, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served'upon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83 544 
Affidavit of Ron Casperite [Second SJ] - Page 4 
10650-NJ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)<1 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 













g<it:ober 4th, 2002 OROl'lNO Idaho 
\ 
[Dalo} (City] (State) 
3165 ND'F 11.0AJ>, OROP:tlro, ID $3544 
[l'roporty AddmsJ 
1. BORROWER'S PROMISE TO PAY ..• --·--···, 
Jn return for a loan that I have received, 1 promise to pay U.S:-S 285, ll,1'10. 00 (this ount is called "Principal"), plus interest, to the order of the Lender. The Lender is Coldw.,e l l azmi.u Mortgage 
! ,._ ... -· -·· 
I will make al.I payments under this Note in the form of cash, check or money order. 
J understand that the Lender may transfer this Note. T~ Lender or anyone who takes this N te by transfer and who is cot:i.tled to receive payments under this Note ls called the "Noto Holder.• 
.2. INTER.EST 
Interest will be charged on uppaid principa] until the full arnollllt of Principal has been paid. ! ill pay interest at a yearly rate of . - ii'.280 ~ 
The interest ra~ required by this Section 2 is t~ rate I will pay both bcfule and after any de t described in Section 6{8) 
ofthls Note. '···· . 
3. PAYMENTS 
(A) Time and Place of Payments 
I will pay principal and interCllt by making a payment evezy month, '• .-~ .. , 
I win make my monthly payment on theOlsl: dayof'eacbmonthbegimtingonDec~ 1st:.; 2002 . I wiU make these payments every month until I have paid all of the principal and illtel'est and any othc,;,!' de3cribcd below that I may owe under this N*- Each ·111¥thly payment will be applied as of its scheduled due date a· wi11 be applied to interest be~ Principal. If, on,rovemb$r· · l.llt, 2032 , I still owe amounts under this Note, [ wm· ay th<:,se amounts in full on that date, which is calleltihc "Maturity Date." 
I will make my monthly payments at3000 Leadenhall Road Mount. LaU>:"el, :w.r O 
or at a ditlwent pla~ if 
(B) Anu>wnt &f Moathly Pa)'lllent1 ::::·--·,, 
My monthly payment will be in the amount ofu.,g: $ 1160.~6 
' ' 
4. BORROWER'SRIGBTTOPREPAY 
I have the right to make payments of Principal at any time before they are due. A payment ofjrincipal only is known as a "Prepa}'!llent" When I make a Prepayment, I will tell the Note Holder in writing that f am dol so. I may not desisnate a payment as a Prepayment if I have not made all the monthly payments dnc under the Note. 
I may make a. full Prepayment or partial Prepayments without paying a Prepayment chaTgc, e Note Holder will use my Prepayments to redu.ce the amount of Principal that I owe under this Note. However, the ote Holder may apply my Prepayment to the accrued and unpaid interest on the Prepayment amount. before applying m Prepayment to reduce the Principal amount of the Note. IfI )llllke a partial Prepayment, there will be no dlanges in the due ate or in the amount o(my monthly payment unless the Note Hokier agrees in writing to those cbanges. 
MUL Tl$TATE f'IXEP RATE NOTl!..Slngle Fami!y..J'annla Mae/Frtddle Mac 1/NlfORM INSTRVMENT 
~-SN (atl0SJ~2 Form 320D 11&1 
Y!f, MORTGAGE ,o~IIS • (HO)Sil-1.ttl ,l/'/7'7 




s. LOAN CHARGES 
Ifa Jaw, whieh applies to this loan and which sets maximum loan charges, is rma11y intcl'preted so that the interest or other 
loan charges collecti:d or to be collected in connection with this loan exceed the permitted limit.II, : {a) any such loan char~ 
shall be reduced by the amount necessaty to reduce thl'I charge to the permitted limit; and (b) any ums already collected from 
me which exceeded pennitted limits will be refunded to me. The Note Holder may choose to male this refund by reducing the 
· Principal I owe under this Note or by making a direct payment to me. lf a refund reduces Principal, reduction will be tteated 
as a partial Prepayment. 
6. BORROWER'S FAILURE TO PAY AS REQUIRED 
(A) Late Charge tor Overdue Payments 
If the Note Holder has not reoclved the: full amount of any monthly payment by the end of F fteen. 
after che date it is due, 1 will pay a late charge to the Note Holder. The amount oflhe charge wiU be 
calendar days 
s.oo%of 
late payment. my overdue payment of principal and interest. I will pay this late charge promptly but only once on 
(B) Defanlt 
If l do not pay the full amount of each monthly payment on the date It ls due, I will be in defa It. 
(C} Notice of J>ef.-Jt 
If I am in default, the Note Holder may send me a written notice telling me that if I do not the overdue amount by a 
cenain date, the Note Holder may require me to pay i)llllled{ately the full amount of Principal whi h has not been paid and all 
the interest that I owe on that amount. That date must be at least 30 days after the datv on which t e notice ls mailed to me or 
delivered by other means. 
(D) No Waiver By Nute Holder 
Even if, at a time when lam in default, the Note Holder does not require me to pay imme iately m full aa described 
above, the Note Holder will still have the right to do so if I am in default at a later time. 
(E) Payment of N11te Holder's C&Jts and Expensff 
If the Note Holder has required me to pay immediately in full as described above, the Note Ider will have the right to 
be paid back by me for all of its costs and expenses in enforcing this Note to the extent not proluoit by applicable law. Those 
expenses include, for example, reasonable llttOmeys' !\:es. 
7. GIVING OF NOTICES 
Unless applicable law ™lllUCS a different method, any notice that must be given to me under thii Note will be given by 
delivering it or by 11!4iling it by filllt class mail to me at the Property Address above or at a diffe address if I give the Note 
Holder a notice of my different address. 
Any notice that must be given to the Note Holder under this Note will be given by deliverln it or by mailing it by first 
class mail to the Note Holder at the address stated ill Section 3(A) above or at a different address · J am given a notice of that 
different addrcss. 
8. OBUGATIONS OF PERSONS UNDER THIS NOTE 
lf more than one person signs this Note, each person !$ fully and pfflonally obligated to keep 
this Note, including the promise to pay the full amount owed. Any pel.'SO!I who is a guarantor, 
also obligated to do the$e things. Any person who truces over these obligations, including the obli 
or endtmll)r of this Note, is also obligated to keep all of the promises made in this Note. The Note 
under this Note against each person individually or against all ofl.1$ together. This means that any 
pay all of the 3lll0uttts owed under this Note. 
9. WAIVERS 
11 of the promises made in 
or endorser of this Note is 
lions of a gwmwtor, surety 
older may enforce its rights 
ne of us may be required to 
I and any otherpi!rson who has obligations undct this Note waive the rights of Presen1111e t and Notice of Dishonor. 
"Presentment'' means the right to require the Note Hold« to demand payment of amounts due. "N of Dishonor" means the 
right to require the Note Holder to give notice to other persons that amounts due have not been pai 
P,&Qa2ot3 
Form 3204 11~,= 
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Hl, l'.JNIFORM SECURED NOTE 
This Note is a uniform instrument with limited variations in some jurisdictions. In addition to protections given to the Note Holder urukrthis Note, a. MOttgllge, Deed of Trust, or Security Deed (the "Security Instnun nt"), dated the same date as this Note, protects the Note Holder from possible losses which might result if! do not keep the p 'ses which I make in this Note. That Security Instnnnent descn"bes how and under what 00rtditions I may be required to male immediare payment in full 
ofa!l amounts I owe under this Note. Some of those conditions~ dcscn'bed as follows: 
If all or any part of the Property or any Interest in the Property is sold or transfe ( or if Borrower is 
not a natural person and a beneficial interest in Borrower is sold or transferred) without L er's prior w:rittm 
consent, Lender may require immediate payment In fult of all swns secured by this curity Instrument. 
However, this option shall not be exercised by Lendet if such exercise is prolu'blted by A licable Law. 
If Lender exercises this option, Lender shall give Borrower notice of accclerati . The notlc11 shall 
provide a period of not less than 30 days from tlw datl! the notice is given in ace with Section 15 
within which Borrower must pay all sums secured by this Security Instrument. 1fBon-ow r falls to pay theSI! 
sums prior to the expiration of this period, Lender may Invoke any remedies pennitt d by this Security 
Instn.unent without further notice or demand on Borrower. 
















[Sig,, Original Only] 
Form 3200 1/01 
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SIGNATURE/NAME AFFIDAVIT 
DATE: Oct:obe:i.- 4th, 2002 
LOAN#: 0018154567 
BORROWER: Oom:ia Nickerson, Charles !l Nickerson 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT MY LEGAL SIGNATURE IS AS WRITTEN ANO TYPED BELO 
(This signature must exactly match signatures on the Note and Mortgage or Deed of Tru .} 
Cha~les !l Nickerson 
(Print or Type N-J 
{If applicable, complete the fonowing.) 
I AM ALSO KNOWN AS: 
(Print or Type flleme) 
(Print er Type Name) 
(Print or Type Name) 




and that IV rc.lt /\/,dttl:k~~n 4 Gft0rl16K, /ll1cl 
and the same person. 
State/Commonwealth of m 2· . 
County/Parish of CLDRWAffR ( J 
·.__.., I . · .µ. 'tf /ff;,.1 h th{' 
Sub$cribed and sworn (affirmed) before me l t,?cf. V 1'6 
this 04th day of October , 20Cl2 . 




DATE: October- tth, 2002 
LOAN #: 0018154567 
BORROWER: Donna Niao:r:aon, Charles R Nickereon 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT MY LE.GAL SIGNATURE IS AS WRITTEN AND TYPED BELO . 
(This signature must exactly match signatures on the Note and Mortgage or Deed of Tru I.) 
Dorma l'lialteraon 
· (Print or Type Neme) 
{If applicable, complete the foROWing.) 
I AM ALSO KNOWN AS: 
(Print or Twe Nlllll<l) 
[Print er Ty/HI Name) 
(Print or Type ~me) Signature 
(Print oriypo Name} Signature 
and that DbVlYI iq l. ;Vie/ler5&7!\ 4- Pe>vP'l >4 /\/:(11 j/'f>tf-r,._ 
and the same person. 
State/Commonwealth of ID 
County/Parish of CLBllltWA'lER 
Subscribed and sworn (affirmed) before me /11rt..F't'6i4 
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DEED OF TRUST Loan#: 00181S4567 
DEFIN1TIONS 
Words used in multiple sections of this document are defined below and other words are defined in 
Sections 3, 11, 13, 18, 20 and 21. Certain roles regarding the 11,age of words used in this document are 
also provided in Section 16. 
(A) "Security Instmment" means this document, which is datedoctober 4th, 2002 
together with all Ridera to this docll!llent. 
(B}''Borrower" is Donni\ NiQkereon, A Mll.Rll,'.[BD PERSON and Charles R Nickerson, A 
MARRJ:Bt> l'J:RSON 
Bonower is the trustor under this Security Instrument. 
(C) "Lender" is Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
Lender is a Corporation 
organized and existing under the Jaws of New Jeraey 
IDAHO-Single Fam!ly.Fannlo Mae/Freddi& M~c UNIFORM INSTRUMENT 
~;6(10) 19005) 
P.1oe 1 otn 





Lender's address is 3000 r.eadenhal1 ttoad Mount Laurli1, NJ 080S4 
Lender is the beneficiary under this Security Instrument. 
(D) "Trostee" i:i: i'IRST AMB:RICAN 'l'ITLJr 
(E) "Note" means the promissory note signed by Borrower and dated Ootober 4th, .2 oo:a 
The Note states that Bon:ower owes Lender Tllo Hundred Eighty-Five Thousand Dollars 
and zex:o c-ts Dol!aTS 
{U.S. $ 28S, 000. 00 ) plus interest. Borrower has promised to pay th.is debt in regular Periodic 
Payments and to pay the debt in full not later than NovE!lnbe:i: 1st, 2032 
(F) "Property-" means the property that is descn'bed below under the heading ''Transfer of Rights in the 
Property." 
{G) "Loan" means the debt evidenced by the Note, plus interest, any J)l'epayment charges and late charges 
due under the Note, and all sums due under this Security Instrument, plus interest. 
(B} "Riders" means all Riders to 1his Security fnstrnment that are executed by Bon:ower. The following 
Riders are to be executed by Borrower [ check box as applicable J: 
D Adjustable Rare Rider B Condomini\1111 Rider D Sec-Ond Home Rider 
B Balloon Rider Planned Unit Development Rider D 14 Family Rider VA Rider O Biweekly Payment Rider O Other(s} (specify] 
(I) "Applicable Law" means all controlling applicable federal, state and local statutes, regulations, 
ordinances and administrative rules and orders (that have the effect of law) as well as all applicable final, 
non-appealable judicial opinions. 
(J) "Community Asioi::lation Dues, Fees, and Assessments" means all dues, fees, assessments and other 
charges that are imposed on Borrower or the Property by a condominium association, homeowners 
association or similar organization. 
(K) "Electronic Funds Transfer" means any transfer of funds, other than a transaction originated by 
check, draft, or similar paper instrument, which is initiated through an electronic tenninal, telephonic 
instrument, computer, or magnetic tape so as to order, instruct, or authorize a financial instifution to debit 
or credit an account. Such term includes, but is not limited to, point-of-sale transfers, automated teller 
machine transactions, transfers initiated by telephone, wire transfers, and automated clearinghouse 
ttansfers. . 
(L} "Eserow Items" means those items that are described in Section 3. 
(M) "Miscellaneous Proceeds" means any compensation, settlement, award of datnages, or proceeds paid 
by any third party (other than insurance proceed& paid under the coverages described in Section 5) for: (i) 
damage to, or destruction of, the Property; {ii) condemnation or other lllkillg of all or any part of the 
Property; (ill) conveyance in lieu of condemnation; or (iv) misn:presentations of, or omissions as to, the 
value and/or condition of the Property. 
(N) "Mortgage Insurance" means insurance protecting Lender against the nonpayment of, or default on, 
tbel.oan. 
(0) "Periodic Payment" means the regularly scheduled amount due for {i) principal and interest llltder the 
Note, plus (il) any alllOunts llltder Section 3 of this Security Instrument. 
(I'} "RESP A" means the Real Estate Settlement Pcocedures Act (12 U.S.C. Section 2<:iOl etseq,) and its 
implementing regulation, Regulation X (24 C.F.R. Part 3500), as they might he amended from time to 
time, or any additional or successor legislation or regulation 1hat governs the same subject matter. As used 
in this Security Instrument, "RESP A" refers to all requirements and restrictions that are imposed in regard 
• ,6(10) 1000$) 
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to a "federally related mortgage loan" even if the Loan does not qualify as a "federally related mortgage loan• under RESPA. 
{Q) "Successor in Intufft of Borrower" xneans any party that has taken title to the Property, whether or not that party hasassumed Borrower's obligationrnnder the Note and/or !Iris Security Instrument. 
TRANSFER OF RIGHTS TN THE PROPERTY 
This Security Instrument secures to Lender: (i) the repayment of the Loan, and all renewals, extensions and modifications of the Note; and (ii) the performance of Borrower's covenants and agreements under this Security Instrument and the Note. For this purpose, Borrower irrevocably grants and conveys to Trustee, in trust, with power of sale, the following described property located in the 
COUNTY of CLEARWATER 
!Type of Reoonllng Jurisdiction] !Nan,e of Recording Juri&dtc<lon) Being more particularly described by a legal description attached hereto a.n.d inade a part thereof. Being the sa111e prmniaes conveyed to the mortgagors herein by deed being recorded simultaneously herewith; this being a purohase money mortgage given to secure the purchase price of the above daaerihed prau..i.ses. 
Pa:roel ID Number. 
3l6S N:Bl!'F SO.AD 
OROFINO 
{"Propeny Address"): 
which CU1rently hill the address of 
[S1ree1J 
!City], Idaho 83544 (Zip Code] 
TOGETHER. WITH all the improvements now or hereafter erected on the property. and all easements, appurtenances, and fixtures now or hereafter a part of the property. All replacements and additions shall also be covered by this Security Instrument. AU of the foregoing is referred to in this Securi1y Instrument a& the "Property." 
BORROWER COVENANTS that Borrower ls lawfully seised of the estate hereby conveyed and bas the right to grant and convey the Property and that the Property is unencumbered, except for encumbrances of record. Borrower warrants and will defend gemmdly the title to th1: Property against all claims and demands, subject to any encwnbrances of record. 
THIS SECURITY INSTRUMENT combines uniform covenants for national use and non-uniform oovemmts with limited variatiollS by jurisdietion to constinue a unifonn security instrument covering real property. 
UNJFORM COVENANTS. Borrower and Lender covenant and agree as follows: l. Payment of Principal, Interest, Escrow Items, Prepayment Charges, and Late Charges. Borrower shall pay when due the principal of, and interest on, the debt evidenced by the Note and any prepayment charges and la1e charges due under the Note. Borrower shall also pay funds for Escrow Items pursuant to Section 3. Payments due under the Note and this Security Instrument shall be made in U.S. 
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currency. However, if any check or other instrument received by Lender 11$ pa.yment under the Note or this 
Security lns1rument ls returned to Lender unp~id, Lender may require that any or all subsequent payments 
due under the Note and this Security fnstl'\lmcnt be made in one or more of the following forms, as 
selected by Lender: {a) cash; (b) money order; (c} certified check, bank check, treasurer's check or 
cashier's check, provided any such check is drawn upon an institution whose deposits are insured by a 
federal agency, instrwnentality, or entity; or (d) Electronic Funds Transfer. 
Payments are deemed received by Lender when received at the location designated in the Note or at 
such other location as tlllly be designated by Lender ln accordance wilh the notice provisions in Section IS. 
Lender may return any payment or partial payment if the payment or partial payments are insufficient to 
bring the Loan current. Lender may accept aey payment or partial payment insufficient to bring the Loan 
current, withom waiver of any rights hereunder or prejudice to its rights to refuse such payment or partial 
payments in the future, but Lender is not obligated to apply such payments at the time such payments are 
accepted. lf each Periodic Payment is appliod as of its scheduled due date, then Lender need not pay 
interest on unapplied funds. Lender may hold such unapplied fund~ until Borrower makes payment to bring. 
the Loan current. If Borrower does not do so within a reasonable period of time, Lender shall either apply 
such funds or I1ltum them to Bonower. lf not applied earlier, such funds will be applied to 1he outstanding 
principal balance under the Note immediately prior to foreclosure. No offset or claim which Borrower 
might have now or in the future against Lender shall relieve Borrower from making payments due undeT 
the Note and this Security Instrument or pcrfmming fue covenants and agreements secured by this Security 
Insttument 
2. Application of Payments or Proceeds. Except as otherwise described in this Section 2, all 
payments accepted and applied by Lender shllll be applied in the following order of priority; (a) interest 
due under the Note; (b) principal due under the Note; {e) amounts due under Section 3. Such payments 
shall be applied to each Periodic Payment in the order in which it became due. Any remaining amounts 
shall be applied first to late charges, second to any other amounts due under this Security Instrument, and 
then to reduce the principal balance oft® Not~. 
If Lender receives a payment from Borrower for a delinquent Periodic Payment which includes a 
sufficient amount to pay any late charge due, the payment may be applied to the delinquent payment and 
the late charge. If more than one Periodic Payment is outstanding, Lender may apply any payment received 
:from Borrower to the repayment of the Pcri<idic Payments it: and to the exrent that, each payment can be 
paid in full. To the extent that any excess exists after the payment is applied to the full payment of one or 
more Periodic Payments, such excess may be applied to any late charges due. Voluntary prepayments shall 
be applied first to any prepayment charges and then as described in the Note. 
Any application <if payments, insurance proceeds, or Miscellaneous Proceeds to principal due under 
the Note shall not extend or postpone tbt: due date, or cbange the amount, of the I>erlodic Payments. 
J. Funds for Escrow Items. Borrower shall pay to Lender on the day Periodic Payments are due 
under the Note, until lhe Note is paid in full, a sum{the "Funds") to provide for payment of amounts due 
for: (a) taxes and asse&sments and other items which can attain priority over this Soourlty Instrument as a 
lien or encumbrance on the Property; (b} leasehold payments or ground rents on the Property, if any; (c) 
premiums for any and all insurance required by Lender under Section 5; and (d) Mortgage Insurance 
premiums, if any, or any sums payable by Borrower to Lender in lieu of the payment of Mortgage 
Insurance premiwns in accordance with the. provisions of Section 10, These itew are called "Escrow 
Items.• At origination or at any time during tile term of the Loan, Lender may require that Community 
Association Dues, Fees, and Assessments, if any, be escrowed by Borrower, and such dues, fee~ and 
assessments shall be an Escrow Item. Borrower shall promptly famish to Lender all notices of amow:its to 
be paid under this Section. Borrower shall pay Lender the Funds for Escrow Items unless Lender waives 
Borrower's obligation to pay the Funds for any or all Escrow Hems. Lender may waive Borrower's 




in writing. In the event of such waiver, &mower shall pay directly. when and where payable, the amounts due for any Escrow Items for which payment of Funds has been waived by Lender Md, if Lender requires. sba.11 :fumish to Lender receipts evidencing such payment within such time period as Lender may require. Borrower's obligation to make ijuch payments and to provide receipts shall for all purposes be deemed to be a ccrvenant and agreement contained in this Security InstnnDent, as the phrase "covenant and agreerne11t" is used in Section 9. If Borrower is obligated to pay Escrow ltemsdirectly, pursuant to a waiver, and BoITOwer fails to pay the amount due for an Escrow Item, Lender may exemise i!B rights under Section 9 and pay such amount and Borrower shall then be obligated under Section 9 to repay to Lender .any such amount. Lender may revoke the waiver as to any or all Escrow Items at any time hy a notice given in accordance with Section l 5 and, upon such revocation, Borrower shall pay to Lender all !'u.nds, and in such amounts, that arc then required under this Section 3. Lender may, at any time, collect and hold Funds in an amount (a) sufficient to pcrmir Lender to apply the Funds at the time specified under RESP A, and (b) not to exceed the maximum amount a lender can require under RESPA. Lender shall estimate the amount of Funds due on the basis of current data and reasonable estimates of expendltures of future Escrow ltems or otherwise in accordance with APPlicable Law. 
The Funds shall be held in an institution whose deposits are insured by a federal agency, instrumentality, or entity (including Lender, if Lender is an institution whose deposits al'll so insured) or in any Federal Home Loan Bank. Lender shall apply the Funds 10 pay the Escrow Items no later than the time specified under RESP A. Lender shall not charge Borrower for holding and applying the Funds, annually iuialyzing the escrow account, or verifying the Escrow Items, an!~ Lender pays Borrower interest on the Funds a:nd Applicable Law permits Lender to make such a charge. Unless an agreement fa ma&, in writing or Applicable Law requires interest to be paid on tbe Funds. Lender shall not be required to pay Boi:rower any interest or earnings on the Fund8. Borrower and Lender can agree in writing, however, that interest .shall be paid on the Funds. Lender shall give to Borrower, without charge, an annuar accounting of the Ftmds as required by RESP A. 
· If there is a surplus of Funds held in escrow, as defined under RESPA, Lender shall account to Borrower for the excess funds in accotdance with RESPA. Ifthere is a shortage of Funds held ln escrow, as defined under RESPA, Lender shall notify Borrower as required byRESPA, and Borrower shall pay to Lender the amount necessary to make up the shortage in accordance with RESP A, but in no more than 12 monthly payments. If there is a deficiency of Funds held in escrow, as defined under RESP A, Lender shall notify Borrower as requi~ hy RE.SPA, and Borrower shi1ll pay to Lender tbe amount necessary to make up the deficiency in accordance with RESPA, but in no more than 12 monthly payments. Upon payment in full of all sums secured by this Security Instrument, Lender shall promptly refund to Borrower any Funds held by Lender. 
4. Charges; Liens. Borrower shall pay all t11Xes, assessments, charges, fmes, and impositions attributable to tbe Property which can attain priority over this Security Instrument, leasehold paymen1S or ground rents on the Property, if any, and Commll!lity Association Dues, Fees, and Assessments, if any, To tbe txtent that these items are Escrow Items, Borrower shall pay them in the manner provided in Section 3. Borrower shall promptly discharge any lien which hu priority over this Security Instrument unless l3or:rower: (a} agrees in writing to the payment of the obllgatlon secured by the lien in a mllllller acceptable to Lender, but only so long as Boi:rower is perfomtlng such agreement; (b) contellts the lien in good faith by, or defends against cuforccment of the lien in, legal proceedings wbieh in Lenders opinion operate to prevent the enforcement of the lien while those proceedings are pending, but only until such proceedings are concluded; or (c) secure& from the holder of the lien an agreement satisfactory to Lender subordinating the lien to this Security lnmument.1fLender determines that any part of the Property is subject to a lien which can attain priority over this Security Instrument, Lender may give Borrower a notice identifying the 
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lien. Within l O days of the date on which that notice is given, Borrower shallsatisfy the lien or take one or more of the actions set forth above in this Section 4. 
Lender may require Borrower to pay a one-time charge for a n:al estate tax verification and/or reporting service used by Lender in connection with this Loan. 
S. Property Insurance. Borrower shall keep lhe improvements now existing or hereafter erected on the Property insured against loss by flre, hazards included within the term "extended coverage,'' and .any other hazards including, but not limited to, earthquakes and floods, for which L<:mder requires insurance. Tbis insurance shall be-maintained in the amounts (including deductible levels) and for the periods that Lender requires. What Lender requl.es pursuant to the preceding sentellces can change during the term of the Loan. The insurance carrier proyiding the insurance shall be chosen by Borrower subject to Lenders right to disapprove Borrower's choice, which right shall not be exercised unreasonably. Lender may require Borrower to pay, in connection with this Loan, either; (a) a one-time charge for flood zone determination, certification and !tacking services; or (b) a one-time charge for flood zone determination and certification services and subsequent charges each time remappings or similar changes occur which reasonably might affect such detennination or certification. Borrower shall also be respo!lllible for the payment of any fees imposed by the FedCial Emergency Management Agency in connection with the review of any flood ZOlle determination resulting from an objection by Borrower. 
ff Borrower fails to maintain any of the coverages described above, Lender may obtain insurance covernge, at Lender'~ option and Borrower's expense. Lender is under no obligation to purchase any particidar type or amount of coverage. Therefore, such coverage shall cover Lender, but might or might not protect Borrower, Borrower's equity in the Property, or the contents of the Property, against any risk, hazard or liability and might provide greater or lesser coverage than was previously in effect, Borrower acknowledges that the cost of the insurance coverage so obtained might significantly exceed the cost of insu.rance that Borrower could have obtained. Any amounts disbursed by Lender under this Section 5 shall become additional debt of Borrower secured by th.is Security lnstIUment Th= amounts shall bear interest at the Note rate from the date of disbursement and shall be payable, with such interest, upon notice from Lender to Borrower requesting payment. 
All insurance policies required by Lender and renewals of such policies shall be subjeot to Lender's right to disapprove such policies, shall include a standard mortgage clawse, and shall name Lender as mortgagee and/or as an additional Joss payee. Lender shall have the right to hotd Ibo policies and renewal certificates. If Lender requires, Borrower shall promptly give to Lender all receipts of paid premiums and renowal notices. If Borrower obtains any form ofinS11ranee coverage, not otherwise required by Lender, for damage to, or destruction of, the Property, such policy shall include a standard mortgage clause and ahall name Lender as mortgagee and/or as an additional loss payee. 
In the event of loss, Borrower shall give prompt notice to the insurance carrier and Lender. Lender rnay make proof of loss if not made promptly by BoITower. Unless Lender and Borrower otherwise agree in writing, any insurance proceeds, whether or not the underlying insurance was required by Lender, shall be applied to restoration or repair of the Property, if the restoration or repair is economically feasible and 
Lender's security is not !Cllsened. During such repair and restoration period, Lender shall have the right to hold such insurance proceeds until Lender has had an opportunity to inspect such Property to ensure the work has been completed to Lender's satisfaction, provided that such inspection shall be undertaken promptly. Lender msy disbmse proceeds for the repairs and restoration in a single payment or in a series of progress payments as the work is ,;:ompleted. Unless an agreement is made in writing or Applicable Law requires interest to be paid on such inSW1llloe proceeds, Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on such proceeds. Fees for public adjusters, or other third parties, retained by Borrower shall not be paid out of the insurance proceeds and shall be the sole obligation of Borrower. If the restoration or repair is not economically feasible or Lender's security would be lessened, the insurance proceeds shall be applied to the sums secured by this Security Instrument, whether or not then due, with 
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the excess, if any, paid to Borrower. Such insurance proceeds shall be applied in the order provided for in Section 2. 
If Borrower abandons the Property, Lender may file, negotiate and settle any available insurance elairn and related matters. If Borrower does not respond within 30 days to a notice from Lender that the insurance carrier bas offered to settle a claim, then Lender may negotiate and settle the claim. The 30-day period will begin when the notice is given. In either event, or if under acquires the Property under Section 22 or otherwise, Borrower hereby assigns to Lender (a) Borrower's rights to any insurance proceeds ln an amount not to exceed the: amounts unpaid under the Note or this Security Instrument, and {b) any other of Borrower's rights (other than the right to any refund of unearned premiums paid by Borrower) under all insurance policies covering the Property, insofar as such rights are applicable to the coverage of the Property. Lender may use the insunmce proceeds either to repair or restore the Property or to pay amounts unpaid under the Note ot this Security Instrument, whether or not then due: 6. Occupancy. Borrower shall occupy, establish, and use the Property as Borrower's principal n:sidence within 60 days after the execution of Ibis Security Instrument and shall continueto occupy the Property as Borrower's principal residence for at least Qne year after the date of occupancy, unless Lender otherwise agrees in writing, which consent shall not be unreasonably withheld, or unless extenuating circumsmnces exist which are beyond Borrower's control. 
7. Preservation, Maintenance and Protection of lhe Property; Inspections. Borrower shall not destroy, damage or impair the Property, allow the Property to deteriorate or commit waste on the Property. Whether or not Borrower is miding in the Property, Borrower shall maintain the Property in order to prevent the Property from deteriorating or decreasing in value due to jts condition. Unless it is determined pursuant fo Section 5 that repair or restoration is not economically feasible, Borrower shall promptly repair the Property if damaged to avoid further deterioration or damage. If insurance or condemnation proceeds are paid in connection with damage to, or the raking of, the Property, Borrower shall be responsible for repa!ring or restoring the Property only lfLc::nder has released proee«ls for such purposes. Lender may disburse proceeds for the repairs and restoration in a single payment or in a series of progress payments as the work is completed. lf the insurance or condemnation proceeds arc not sufficient to repair or restore the Property, Borrower is not relieved of Borrower's obligation for the completion of' such repair or restoration. 
Lender or its agent may make reasonable entries upon and inspections of the Property. lfit has reasonable cause, Ltnder may inspect the interior of the improvements on the Property. Lender shall give Borrower notice at the time of or prior to such an interior inspection specifying such reasonable cause. 8. Borrower's Loan Application. Borrower shall be in default ff, during the Loan application process, Borrower or any persons or entities acting at the directiou of Borrower or with Borrower's knowledge or conse,nt gave materially fahc, misleading, or inaccutate infoll!llltion or statements to Lender (or failed to provide Lender with material information) in connection with the Loan. Material r~presentations include, but are not limited to, representations concerning Borrower's occupancy of the Property a., Borrower's principal residence. 
9. Protection @f Lender's Interest In the Property and Rights Under this Security Instrument. ff (a) Borrowerfa,1s to perform the covenants a.nd agreements contained in this Security Instrument, {b) there is a legal proceeding that might significantly affect Lender's interest in the Property and/or rights under this Security Instrument (such as a proceeding in banktuptcy, probate, for condemnation or forfeiture, for enforcement of a lien which may attain priority over this Security Instrument or to enforce laws or regulations), or (c) Borrower has abandoned th.e Property, then Le11der may do and pay for whatever is reasonable or appropriate to protect Lender's interest in the Property and rights under this Security lnstrument, including protecting and/or assessing lhe value of the Property, and securing and/or repairing the Property. Lender's actions can include, bllt are not limited to; (a) paying any sums secured by a Hen whlch has priority over this Security Instrument; (b} appearing in court; and (c) paying ri:asonable 
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attomeys' fees to protect its interest in the Property and/or rigll!ll under this Security Instrument, includillg its secured position in a bankruptcy proceeding. Securing the Property includes, but is not limited to, entering the Property to make repairs, change locks, replace or board up doors and windows, drain water from pipes, eliminate building or other code violations or dangerous conditions, and have utilities turned on or oft Although Lender may take action under this Section 9, Lender does not have to do so and is not under any duty or obligation to do so. It is agreed that Lender incu,:s no liability for not talcing any or all actions authorized under this Section 9. 
Any amounts disbursed by Lender under this Section 9 shall become additional debt of Borrower secured by this Se®rity Instrument. These amounts shall bear interest at the Note rate from the date of disbursement and shall be payable, with such interest, upon notice from Lender to BorroW¢r requesting payment. 
If this Security Instrument is on a leasehold, Borrower shalt comply with all the provisions of the lease. If Borrower acquires fee title to the Property, the leasehold and the fee title shall not merge unless Lender agi-ees to the merger in writing. 
l 0. Mortgage Insurance, If Lender required Mortgage Insurance as a condition of making the Loan, Borrower shall pay the premiums required ro maintain the Mortgage Insurance in effect. lf, :fur any reason, the Mortgage Insurance coverage required by Lender ceases to be available from the mortgage insurer that previously provided such Insurance and Borrower was required to make separately designated payments toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance, Borrower shall pay the premiums required to obtain coverage substantilllly eguivaknt to the Mortgage Insurance previously in effect, at a cost substantially equivalent to the cost to Borrower of the Mortgage Insurance previously in effect, from an alternate mortgage insurer selected by Lender. If substantially equivalent Mortgage Insurance coverage is not available, Borrower shall continue to pay to Lender the amount of the separately designated payments that were due when the insurance coverage ce~d to be in effect. Lender will accept, use and retain these payments as a non•refundable Joss reserve in lieu ofMortg•ge Insurance. Such loss reserve shall be non-refundable, notwithstanding the fact that the Loan is ultimately paid in full, and Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower any interest or earnings on such loss reserve. Lender can no longer require loss reserve payments ifMortgage Insurance coverage (in the amount and for the period that Lender requires) provided by an insurer selected by Lender again becomes available, is obtained, and Lender requires ~parately designated payments toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance. lf Lender required Mortgage Jnsu1"l!llce as a condition of making the Loan and Borrower was required to make separately designated payments toward the premiums for Mortgage Insurance, Borrower sb.all pay the premiums required to maintain Mortgage Insurance in effect, or to provide a non-refundable loss reserve, until Lender'a requirement for Mortgage Insurance ends in accordance with any written agreement between Borrower and Lender providing for 1111ch terni.ination or until termination is required by Applicable I.aw. Nothing in this Section 10 affects BOUO\Yel's obligation to pay interest at the rate provided in the Note. Mortgage Insurance reimburses Lender (or any entity that purchases the Note) for certain losses it may incur if Borrower does not repay the Loan as agreed. Borrower is not a party to the Mortgage Insurance. 
Mortgage insurers evaluate their total risk on all such insurance in force from time to time, and may enter into agreements with other parties that share or modify their risk, or reduce losses. These asreements are on terms and conditions that are satisfactory to the mortgage insurer and the other party (or parties} to these agreements. These agreements may require the mortgage insurer to make payments using Ill!}' sollfCe of funds that the mortgage insurer may have available (which may include funds obtained :from Mortgage Insurance premiums). 
As a re1111lt of these agreements, Lender, any purchaser of the Note, another insurer, any reinsurer, any other entity, or any affiliate of any of the foregoing, may receive ( directly or indirectly) amounts that derive from (or might be characterized as) a portion of Borrower's payments for Mortgage Insurance, in exchange for sharing or modifying the mortgage insurer's risk, or reducing losses. If such agreement provides that an affiliate of Lender takes a share of the insurer's risk in exchange for a share of the premiums paid to the insurer, the arrangementis often termed "captive n:insu:rance." Futther: (a) Any such agreements will not affect the amounts that B-Orrower has agreed tn pay for Mortgage lnsuranct, or any other terms of the Loan. Such agreements will not iru;rease the amount Borrower will owe for Mortgage Insurance, imd. they will not entitle Borrower to any refund. 
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(b) Any inch agreement.' will not affect the rights Borrower bas - if any· with respect to the 
Mortgage Insurance under the Homeowner, Protection Act of 1998 or any other law. These rights 
may include the right to receive certain dbclosurts, to request and obtain cancellation of the 
Mortgage Insurance, to have the Mortgage Insurance terminated automatkally, and/or to receive a 
ref'ltnd of any Mortgage Insurance premiums that were unearned at the time of such cancellation or 
termination. 
11. Assignment ofMiscellaneons Proceeds; Forfeiture. All Miscellaneous Proceeds are hereby 
assigned to and shall be paid to Lender. 
If the Property is damaged, such Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be applied to restoration or repair of 
the Property, if the restoration or repair is economically feasible and Lender's security is not lessened. 
During such repair and restoration period, Lender shall have tbe right to hold such Miscellaneous Proceeds 
until Lender has had an opportunity to inspect such Property to ensure the work bas been completed to 
Lender's satisfaction, provided that such inspection shall be undertaken promptly. Lender may pay for the 
repairs and restoration in a single disbursement or in a series of progress payments as the work is 
completed. Unless an agreement is made in writing or Applicable Law requires interest to be paid on such 
Miscellaneous Proceeds, Lender shall not be required to pay Borrower anx interest or earnings on st1c.h 
Miscellaneous Proceeds. If the restoration or repair is not economically feasible or Lender's security would 
be lessened, the Miscellaneous Proceeds shafl be applied to the sums secured by this Security Instrument, 
· whether or not then due, with the excess, if any, paid to Borrower. Sueb Misce!laneous Proceeds shall be 
applied in the order provided for in Section 2. 
In the event of a total taking, destruction, or loss in value of the Property, the Miscellaneous 
Proceeds shall be applied to the sums secured by this Security Instrument, whether or not then due, with 
the excess, if any, paid to Borrower. 
In the event of a partial taking, destruction, or loss in value of the Property in which !he fair market 
value oftbe Property immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or Joss in value is equal lo or 
greater than the llIIIOunt of the sums secured by this Security Instrument immediately before the partial 
taking, destruction, or loss in value, unless Borrower and Lender otherwise agree in writing, the sums 
secured by this Security Instrument shall be reduced by the amount of the Miscellaneous Proceeds 
multiplied by the following fraction: (a) the total amount of the sums secured immediately before the 
partial taking, destruction, or loss in value divided by (b) the fair market value of the Property 
immediately before the partial talcing, destruction, or loss in value. Any balance shall be paid to Bonower. 
In tbe event of a partial taking, destruction, or loss in vlllue of the Property in wltlch the fair market 
value of tbc Property immediately before the partial taking, deslnlction, or loss in value is Jess than the 
amount of the sums secured immediately before the partial taking, destruction, or loss in value, unless 
Borrower and Lender otherwise agree in writing, the Miscellaneous Proceeds shall be applied to the sums 
secured by this Securily lnstrument whether or not the sums are then due. 
If the Property is abandoned by Borrower, or if, after notice by Lender to Borrower that the 
Opposing Party (as defined in the next sentence) offers to make an awlll'd to settle a claim for damages, 
Borrower fails to respond 10 Lender within 30 days after the date the notice is given, Lender is authorized 
to collect and apply the Miscellaneous Proceeds either to resioration or repair of the Property or to the 
sums secured by this Security fnstrument, whether or not then due. "Opposing Party" means the third party 
that owes Borrower Miscellaneous Proceeds or the party against whom Borrower has a right of action in 
regard to Misoellaneoos Proceeds. 
Borrower sha!i be in default if any action or proceeding, whether civil or criminal, is begun that, in 
Lender's judgment, could result in forfeiture of the Property or otb~r material impairment of Lender's 
interest in the Property or rights undirr this Security Instrument. Borrower can cure such a demult and, if 
acceleration has occurred, reinstate as provided in Section 19, by causing· the action or proceeding to be 
dismissed with a ruling th11t, in Lender's judgment, precludes forfeiture of the Property or other material 
impairment of Lender's interest in the Property or rights under this Security Instrument. The proceeds of 
any award en: claim for damages that are attributable to the impairment of Lender's interest in the Property 
are hereby assigned and shall be paid to Lender. 
All Miscellaneous Proceeds that are not applied to restoration or repair of the Property shall be 
applied in the order provided for in Section 2. 
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12. Borrower Not Released; Forbearance By Lender Not a Waiver, Extension of the time for 
payment or modification of amortization of the S\l1llS se-01.1red by this Security Instrument gratlied by Lender 
to Borrower or any Successor in lnterest of Borrower shall not operate to release the liability of Borrower 
or any Succi:ssors in Interest of Borrower. Lender shall not be required to commence proceedings against 
lny Successor in Interest of Borrower or to refuse to extend time for payment or otherwise modify 
amortization of the swns secured by this Security Instrument by reason of any demlllld made by the original 
Borrower or any Successors in Interest of Borrower. Any forbearance by Lender in exercising any right or 
remedy including, without limitation, Lender's acceptance of payments from third persons, entities or 
Successors in Interest of Borrower or in amoW1ts less than the amount then due, shall not be a waiver of or 
preclude the exercise of any right or remedy. 
13. Joint and Several Liability; Co-signers; Successors and Assign! :Sound. Borrower covenants 
and agree. that Borrower's obligations 1U1d liability shall be joint and several. However, any BOfl'ower who 
co-si~a this Security Instrument bu.t does not execute the Note (a "co-signer"): (a) is co-signing this 
Secunty Instrument only to morrgage, grant and convey tho co-signer's interest in the Property under the 
terms of this Security Instrument; (b) is not pemonally obligated to pay the sums seemed by this Security 
Instrument; and (c) agrees iliat Lender and any other Borrower can agree to ei<tend, modify, forbear or 
make any accommodations with regard to the terms of this Security Instrument or the Note without the 
eo-si~et's consent. 
Subject to the provisions of Section l 8, any Successor in Interest of Bouower who assumes 
Bor;ower's obligatiOOB under tbis Security Instrument in writing, and is approved by Lender, shall obtain 
all of Borrower's rights and benefits under thfa Security Instrument. Borrower shalt not be released from 
Borrower's obligations and liability under this Security Instrument unless Lender agrees 10 such release in 
writing. The covenants and agreements of this Security Instrument shall bind (except as provided in 
Section 20} and benefit the successors and assigns of Lender. 
14. Loan Charges. Lender may charge Borrower fees for services performed in connection with 
Borrower's default, for the purpose of protecting Lender'& interest in the Property and rights under this 
Security Instrument, including, but not limited to, attorneys' fees, property inspection and valuation fees. 
In regard to any other fees, the absence of express authority in this Security Instrument to charge a specific 
fee to Borrower shall not be construed as a prohibition on the charging of such fee. Lender may not charge 
lees that are expressly prohibited by this Securiiy Instrument or by Applicable Law. 
fflhe Loan is subject to a law which seti; maximum loan charges, and that law is finally interpreted so 
that the interest or other Joan charges collected or to be collected in connection with the Loan exceed the 
permitted limits, then: (a) any such loan charge shall be reduced by the amount necessary to reduce the 
charge to the pennitted limit; and (b) any sums already oollected from Borrower which e:i<ceeded permitted 
limits will be refunded to Borrower. Lender may choose to make this refund by reducing the principal 
owed under the Note or by making a direct payment to Borrower. If a refund reduces principal, the 
reduction will be treated as a partial prepayment without any prepayment charge (whether or not a 
prepaym.ent charge is provided for under the Note). Borrower's acceptance of any .such refund made by 
direct J)ll}ment to Boi:rower will constitute a waiver of any right of action Borrower might have al'ismg out 
of such overcharge. 
15. Nodces. AU notices given by Borrower or Lender in colUlection with this Security Instrument 
must be in writing. Any notice to Borrower in connection with this Security Instrument shall be deemed to 
have been given to Borrower when mailed by flFSt class mail or when actually delivered to Borrower's 
notice address if sent by other means. Notice to any one Borrower shall constitute notice to all Borrowers 
unless Applicable Law expressly requires Qth~rwise. The notice address shall be the Property Address 
unless Borrower has designated a substitute notice address by notice to Lender. Borrower shall promptly 
notify Lender of Borrower's change of address. lfLender specifies a procedure for reporting Borrower's 
change of address, then Borrower shall only report a change of address through that specified procedure. 
There may be only one designated notice address under this Security Instrument at any one time. Any 
notice to Lender shat! be given by delivering it or by mailing it by first class mail to Lender's address 
stated herein unless Lender has dCllignated another address by notice to Borrower. Any notice in 
connection with thl$ Security Instrument sball not be deemed to have been given to Lender until actually 
received by Lcndc,. If any notice required by this Security Instrument is also required under Applicable 
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16. Governing Lllw; Severabllity; R11les of Construction. Thls Security Instrument shall be 
governed by federal law and the law of the jurisdiction in which the Property is located. All rights and 
obligations contained in this Sec\11'.ity Instnlment are subject to any requirements and limitatio!lll of 
Applicable Law. Applicable Law might explicitly or implicitly allow the parties to agree by contract or it 
might be silent, but such silence shalt not be construed as a prohibition against agreement by contract. In 
the event that any provision or clause of this Security Instrument or the Note conflicts with Applicable 
Law, such conflfot shall not affect other provisions of this Security Instrument or the Note which can be 
given effect without the conflicting provision, 
As used in this Security Instrument: (a) words of the masculine gender shall mean and include 
com:sponding neuter words or woros of the feminine gender; (b} words in the singular shall mean and 
include the plural and vice versa; and (c) the word "may" gives sole discretion without any obligation to 
take any action. · 
17. Borrower's Copy. Borrower shall be given one copy of the Note and of this Security Instrument. 
. 18. Transfer of the Property or a Beneficial lnterut in Borrower, As used in this Section 18, 
''Interest in the Property" means any legal or beneficial interest in the Property, including, but not limited 
to, those· beneficial interests transferred in a bond for deed, contract for deed, installment sales centract or 
escrow agreement, the intent of which is the uansfer of title by Borrower at a future date to a purchaser. 
If all or any part of the Property or any Interest in the Property is sold or transferred {or if Borrower 
is not a natural person a.nd a beneficial interest in BollOwer is sold or transferred) without Lender's prior 
written consent, Lender niay require immediate payment in full of all sums secured by this Security 
Instrument. However, this option shall not be. exercised by Lender if such exercise is prohibited by 
Applicable Law. 
If Lender exercises this option, Len4cr shall give Borrower notice of acceleration. The notice shall 
provide a period of not less than 30 days from the date the notice is given In accordan~ with Section 1S 
within which Borrower must pay all $ums secured by this Security Instrument. If Borrower fails to pay 
these sums prior to the expiration of this period, Lender may invoke any remedies pennitted by this 
Security Iruitrument without further notice or demand on Borrower. 
19. Borrower', Right to Reins1ate After Acceleration. If Borrower meets certain conditions,. 
Borrower shall have the right to have enforcement of this Security Instrument discontinued at any time 
prior to the earliest of: (a) five days before sale of the Property pursuant to any power of sale containc:<l in 
this Security lnstniment; {b) such other period as Applicable Law might specify for the tennination of 
Borrower's right to reinstate; or ( c) entry of a judgment enforcing this Security Instrument. Those 
conditions are that Borrower: (a} pays Lender all sums which then would be due under this Security 
Instrument and the Note as if no acceleration had occurred; (b) cures any default of any other covenan~ or 
agreements; ( o} pays all expenses incurred in enforcing this Security Instrument, including, but not limited 
to, reuonable attorneys' fees, property inspection and valuation fees, and other fees incurred for !he 
purpose of protecting Lender's interest in the Property and rights under this Security lnsttument; and (d) 
takes such action as Lender may reasonably require to assure that Lender's interest in the Property and 
rights under this SecUl"ity Instrument, and Borrower's obligation to pay the sums secured by this Security 
Instrument, shall continue unchanged. Leeder may require that Borrower pay 5UCh reinstatement 8UmS and 
expenses in one or more of1he following forms, as selected by Lender: (a) cash; (b) money order; (c) 
certified check, bank check, treasurer's check or cashier's check, provided any such check is drawn upon 
an institution whose deposils are insured by a federal agency, instromentality or entity; or (d) Eleclronic 
Funds Transfer. Upon reinstatement by Borrower, this Security Instrument and obligatiqns secured hereby 
shall remain fully effective as if no acceleration had occurred. However, this right to reinstate shall not 
apply in the case of acceleration under Section 18. 
20. Side of Note; Change of Loan Servicer; Notice of Grievance. The Note or a partial interest in 
the Note (together with this Security Instrument) can be sold one or more times without prior notice to 
Borrower. A sale might result in a change in the entity (known as the "Loan Servicer") that collects 
Periodic Payments due under the Note and this Security Instrument and performs other mortgage loan 
servicing obligations under the Note, this Security lMtrument, and Applicable Law. There also might be 
one or more changes oftbe Loan Servicer unrelated to a sale of the Note. If there is a. change of the Loan 
Servicer, Borrower will be given written notice of the change which will state the name and address of the 
new Loan Servicer, the address to which payments should be made and any other information RESP A 
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requires in connection with a notice of transfer of sei:vicing. If the Note is sold and lhereafterthe Loan is 
serviced by a Loan Servicer other than the purchaser of the Note, Ille mortgage Joan se1"11icing obligations 
to Borrower will remain witlt the Loan Servicer or be transfe.rred to a .uccessor Loan Servicer and are not 
assumed by the Note purchaser unless otherwise provided by the Note pUl'chaser. 
Neither Bonower nor Lender may commence, join, or be joined to any judicial action (as either an 
individual litigant or the member of a class) that arises from the other party's actions pursuant to.this 
Security Instrument or that alleges that the other party has breached lilly provision of, or any duty owed by 
reason of, this Security Instrument, until such Borrower or Lender has notified the other party (with such 
notice given in compliance with the requirements of Section l S) of such alleged breach and afforded the 
other party hereto a reasonable period after the giving of such notice to take corrective action. If 
Applicable Law provides a time period which must elapse before certain action can be taken, that time 
period will be deemed to be reasonable for purposes of this paragraph. The notice of acceleration and 
opportunity to cure given to Borrower pursuant to Section 22 and the notice of acceleration given to 
Borrower pursuant to Section 18 shall be deemed to satisfy the notice and opportllllity to take corrective 
action provisions of this Section 20. 
21. Hazardous Substances. As used in this Section 21: (a) "Hazardous Substances" are those 
substances defined as toxic or hazardous substances, pollutants, or waste$ by Environmental Law and the 
following substances: gasoline, kerosene, other flammable or toxic petroleum products, toxie pesticide~ 
and )n,gbicides, volatile solvents, materials containing asbestos or formaldehyde, and radioactive materials; 
(b) "Environmental Law" means federal laws and laws oftbe jurisdiction where the Property is located that 
relate to health, safety or environmental protection; (c) ''Environmental Cleanup" includes any response 
action, remedial action, or removal action, as defined in Environmental Law; and ( d) an "Environmental 
Condition" means a condition that can cause, contribute to, or otherwise trigger an Environmental 
Cleanup. 
Borrower shall not cause or permit the presence, use, disposal, storage, or release of any Ha:zardous 
Substances, or threaten to release any Hazardous Substances, OIi or in the Property. Borrower shall not do, 
nor anow anyone else to do, anything affecting the Property (a) that is in violation of any Environmental 
Law, (b} which creates an Environmental Condition, or (c) whiclt, due to the presence, use, or release of a 
Hazardous Substance, creates a condition that adversely affects the value of the Property. Theprooeding 
two sentences shall not apply to the presence, use, or storage on the Property of small q11antities of 
Hazardous Substance.s that are generally recognized to be appropriate to normal residential uses and to 
maintenance of the Property (including, but not limited to, hazardous substl!.n<:es in consumer products). 
Borrower shall promptly give Lender written notice of (a) any investigation, claim, demand, lawsuit 
or other action by any govemmental or regulatory agency or private party involving the Property and any 
Hazardous Substance or Environmenuil Law of which Borrower has actual knowledge, (b) any 
Environmental Condition, including but not limited to, any spilling, leaking, discbarge, release or threat of 
release ofany Hazardous Substance, and (c) any condition caused by the presence, use or release ofa 
Hazardous Substance which adversely affects the value of the Property. If Borrower learns, or is notified 
by any governmental or regulatoi:y authorily, or any private party, that any removal or other remediation 
of any Hazardous Substance affecting the Property is necessary, Borrower shall promptly take all necessary 
remedial actions in accordance with Envirorunental Law, Nothing herein shall create any obligation on 
Lender for an Environmental Cleanup. 
-S{ID)1ooa•1 
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NON-UNIFORM COVENANTS. Borrower and Lender further covenant and agree as follows: 
22. Acceleration; Remedies. Lender shaU give notice to Borrowtr pril)r to acceleration following 
Berrower's breach of any covenant or agreement in this Security Instrument (but not prior to 
acceleration under Section 18 unless Applicable Law provides otherwise). Thil notice shall spedfy: (a) 
ihe defauit; (b) the action required to cure the default; (e) a date, not less than 30 days from the date 
the notice is gtven to Borrower, by which the default 111:1ut be cured; and (d) that failure to t11re the 
default on or before the date SJ}eclfted tn the notice may result In acceleration of the sums secured by 
this Security Instrument and sale oftbe Property. The notke shall further inform Borrower of the 
right to rebutate after acceleration and the right to bring a court aetil>n to auert tb.e non-existence of 
a default or My other defense of Borrower to aeeel.eration and sale. IT the default is not cured on or 
-before the date specified in the notice, Lender at Its option may require immediate p11yment in full of 
all sums secured by this Security Jiutrument without fnrther demand and may invoke the power of 
sale and any other remedies permitted by Applic11ble Law. Lender shaU be entitled to collect all 
expenses In~urred in pursuing the remedles provided In thls Section 22, lncluding, bnt not limited to, 
reasonl!tble attorneys' fees and costs of title evidence. 
If Lender invokes the power of Hie, Lender shall execute or cause Trustee to execute written 
notice of the occurrence of an event of default and of Lender's election to cause the Property to be 
sold, and shall cause such notice to be recotded in tach county in which any part ot the Property is 
located. Lender or Trustee shall mall copies of the notice as prescribed by Applicable Law to 
Borrower and to other persons prescribed by Applicable Law. Truetee shall giYe public notice or safo 
to the persons and In the mauncr prescribed by Applicable Law, After the time required by 
Applil:llble Law, Trustee, wltho11t demand on Borrower, shall sell the Property at public auction to 
the highest bidder at the time and place and nnder the terDl! designated in the notice of sale in one or 
more parcels snd In any order Trustee determines. Trustee may postpone sale of all or any parcel of 
the Property by public announcement at the time and place of any pre'riously scheduled Sl!tle. Lender 
or its dcsignee maypnrchase the Property atany sale. 
Trustee shall dellv&r to the purchaser Trustee's deed conveying the Property without any 
covenant or warranty, expressed or Implied. The recitals in the Trustu's deed shall be prima facle 
evidente of the truth oftlie statements made therein. Trustee shall apply the proceeds of the sale In 
the following order: (a) to all e:i:pentes ofihe sale, including, b11t not limited to, reaso11able Trmtee's 
and attorney,• fees; {b) to all sums see11re.d by this Security Instrument; and (~) any excess to the 
person or persons legally entitled to It. 
23. Reconveya.nce. Upon payment of all sums secured by this Security Instrument, Lender shall 
req1lest Tr1Jstee to reconvey the Property and shall surrender this Security Instrument and all notes 
evidencing debt secured by this Security Instrument to Trustee. Trustee shal1 reconvey the Property 
without warranty to 1lte person or persons legally entitled to it, Such person or persons shall pay any 
recordation costs. Lender may charge such person or persons a fee for reconveying the Property, but only 
if the fee is paid to a third party (such as the Trustee) for services rendered and the charging of the fee is 
permitted under Applicable Law. 
24. Substitute Trustee. Lender may, for any reason or cause, from time to time remove Trustee and 
appoint a successor trustee to any Trustee appointed hereunder. Without conveyance of the P10perty, the 
successor trustee shall succeed to all the title, power and duties conferred upon Trustee herein and by 
Applicable Law. 
25. Area and Location of Property. Either the Property is not more than 40 acres in area or the 
Properly is located within an incoq,orated city or village. 
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BY SIGNING BELOW, Borrower accepts and agrees to the terms and covenants contained in this 











....,g.=::zw:.i'b,...._.r/,,.f=L.c.;,..L,;<4..~<#'/l .... ~=-='-- (Seal} 
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STATE OF IDAHO, c:t.EAXWATER Countyss: 
On thia 04th dayof October, 2002 , before me, 
a Ncta,y P-ublic in and for said county and state, pe13onaJly appeared , Donna Nickerson, 
Charles R Nickerson 
. known or proved to me to be the person{s) who executed the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same. 
In witness whereof! have hereunto set iny hand a 
certificate first above written. 
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Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 




62DATE 11/29/2012 THE MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER 
4001 LEADENHALL ROAD 
MT LAUREL, NJ 08054 
CUSTOMER ACCOUNT ACTIVITY STATEMENT 
111111 .... 
MORTNAME DONNA NICKERSON iii u -STREET 139 NEFF ROAD :::c 
CITY STATE ZIP OROFINO, ID, 83544 >< w 
LOAN NUMBER: 0018154567 
ACTIVITY FOR PERIOD OJ/01/2012 • 1 J/29/2012 .sa1qqei 
***"" ***• ··-· * * ................... **"' of,&, It* ... *"** ••• "'*"***•***"* •• "'***** ........ ., ................... <t-***.a.*""* *'Ir ........ ·-······***"' It •• *" ........ ** * ..... ,., ..... **"' * ** .................. ••***** ** ...... , .............. **"'"" * .... .,.. **** .......... "'*. ··-***"' .... _ ................................ * *** * * ***"'""'· ... •* .,. ··-**·. 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advance Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
0018154567 1/1/2002 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1017/2002 142 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·285000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -285000.00 285000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/22/2002 143 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1373.12 0.00 0.00 0.00 285000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/23/2002 170 12/1/2002 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 285000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/25/2002 171 12/1/2002 0.00 0.00 0.00 268.86 1491.50 303.07 0.00 2063.43 284731.14 303.07 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/11/2002 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 284731.14 115.44 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/18/2002 312 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·14.70 0.00 0.00 284731.14 100.74 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/26/2002 171 1/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 270.27 1490.09 303.07 0.00 2063.43 284460.87 403.81 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/15/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 284460.87 216.18 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/28/2003 171 2/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 271.68 1488.68 303.07 0.00 2063.43 284189.19 519.25 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/12/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 284189.19 331.62 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/25/2003 171 3/1/2003 0.00 0.00 o.oo 273.10 1487.26 303.07 0.00 2063.43 283916.09 634.69 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/13/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 283916.09 447.06 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/24/2003 171 411/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 274.53 1485.83 303.07 0.00 2063.43 283641.56 750.13 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/14/2003 310 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 283641.56 562.50 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/28/2003 171 5/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 275.97 1484.39 303.07 0.00 2063.43 283365.59 865.57 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/14/2003 310 4/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 283365.59 677.94 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/22/2003 312 6/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·391.70 0.00 0.00 283365.59 286.24 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/27/2003 171 6/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 277.41 1482.95 303.07 0.00 2063.43 283088.18 589.31 0.00 o.oo 
0018154567 6/11/2003 310 5/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 283088.18 401.68 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/1612003 312 6/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -14.70 0.00 0.00 283088.18 386.98 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/23/2003 171 7/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 278.87 1481.49 303.07 0.00 2063.43 282809.31 690.05 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/9/2003 310 6/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 282809.31 502.42 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/28/2003 171 8/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 280.32 1480.04 303.07 0.00 2063.43 282528.99 805.49 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/19/2003 310 7/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 282528.99 617.86 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/2/2003 171 9/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 281.79 1478.57 303.07 0.00 2063.43 282247.20 920.93 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/19/2003 310 8/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 282247.20 733.30 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/23/2003 171 10/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 283.27 1477.09 303.07 0.00 2063.43 281963.93 1036.37 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/17/2003 310 9/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 281963.93 848.74 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/22/2003 307 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·490.03 0.00 0.00 281963.93 358.71 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/27/2003 171 11/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 284.75 1475.61 303.07 0.00 2063.43 281679.18 661.78 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/18/2003 310 10/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 281679.18 474.15 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/25/2003 171 12/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 286.24 1474.12 255.36 0.00 2015.72 281392.94 729.51 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/2/2003 312 12/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1065.09 0.00 0.00 281392.94 -335.58 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/11/2003 312 12/112003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -159.19 0.00 0.00 281392.94 -494.77 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/18/2003 310 11/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 281392.94 -682.40 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/30/2003 171 1/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 287.74 1472.62 255.36 0.00 2015.72 281105.20 -427.04 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/20/2004 310 12/1/2003 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 281105.20 -614.67 0.00 0.00 
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0018154567 1/26/2004 171 211/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 289.24 1471.12 255.36 0.00 2015.72 280815.96 ·359.31 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2124/2004 171 3/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 290.76 1469.60 505.27 0.00 2265.63 280525.20 145.96 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/26/2004 310 1/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 280525.20 -41.67 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3130/2004 171 4/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 292.28 1468.08 505.27 0.00 2265.63 280232.92 463.60 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/16/2004 310 2/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 280232.92 275.97 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/30/2004 171 5/1/2004 .0.00 0.00 0.00 293.81 1466.55 505.27 0.00 2265.63 279939.11 781.24 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 517/2004 310 3/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 279939.11 593.61 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/21/2004 171 6/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 295.35 1465.01 505.27 0.00 2265.63 279643.76 1098.88 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/25/2004 310 4/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 279643.76 911.25 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/25/2004 312 6/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1065.09 0.00 0.00 279643.76 ·153.84 0.00 o.oo 
0018154567 6/7/2004 312 6/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·159.19 0.00 0.00 279643.76 -313.03 o.oo 0.00 
0018154567 6/23/2004 171 7/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 296.89 1463.47 505.27 0.00 2265.63 279346.87 192.24 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/24/2004 310 5/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 279346.87 4.61 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/23/2004 310 6/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 279346.87 ·183.02 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/29/2004 171 8/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 298.44 1461.92 505.27 0.00 2265.63 279048.43 322.25 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/23/2004 310 7/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 279048.43 134.62 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/30/2004 171 9/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 300.01 1460.35 50527 0.00 2265.63 278748.42 639.89 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/2312004 310 8/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 278748.42 452.26 0.00 o.oo 
0018154567 9/29/2004 171 1011/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 301.58 1458.78 505.27 0.00 2265.63 278446.84 957.53 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/29/2004 171 11/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 303.15 1457.21 505.27 0.00 2265.63 278143.69 1462.80 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/4/2004 310 9/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 278143.69 1275.17 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/23/2004 171 12/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 304.74 1455.62 605.27 0.00 2265.63 277838.95 1780.44 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/29/2004 312 12/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·1251.92 0.00 0.00 277838.95 528.52 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/7/2004 310 10/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 277838.95 340.89 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/9/2004 312 12/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·160.06 0.00 0.00 277838.95 180.83 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/22/2004 310 11/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 277838.95 ·6.80 0.00 0.00 
0018164567 1/4/2005 171 1/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 306.34 1454.02 505.27 0.00 2265.63 277532.61 498.47 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/18/2005 351 11/1/2004 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·1815.00 0.00 0.00 277532.61 -1316.63 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/20/2005 310 12/1/2004 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 277532.61 ·1504.16 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/28/2005 171 2/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 307.94 1452.42 505.27 0.00 2265.63 277224.67 ·998.89 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/7/2005 163 3/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1815.00 0.00 0.00 277224.67 816.11 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/16/2005 310 1/1/2005 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 277224.67 628.48 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/24/2005 171 3/1/2005 0.00 0.00 o.oo 309.55 1450.81 600.28 0.00 2360.64 276915.12 1228.76 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/17/2005 310 2/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 276915.12 1041.13 0.00 0.00 
0018164567 3/28/2005 171 4/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 311.17 1449.19 600.28 0.00 2360.64 276603.95 1641.41 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/20/2005 310 3/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 276603.95 1453.78 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/29/2005 171 5/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 312.80 1447.56 600.28 0.00 2360.64 276291.15 2054.06 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/18/2005 310 4/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 276291.15 1866.43 0.00 o.oo 
0018154567 5/24/2005 312 6/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1251.92 0.00 0.00 276291.15 614.51 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/31/2005 171 6/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 314.44 1445.92 600.28 0.00 2360.64 275976.71 1214.79 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/21/2005 310 5/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 275976.71 1027.16 0.00 o.oo 
0018154567 6/30/2005 171 7/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 316.08 1444.28 600.28 0.00 2360.64 275660.63 1627.44 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/29/2005 171 8/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 317.74 1442.62 600.28 0.00 2360.64 275342.89 2227.72 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/1/2005 310 6/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 275342.89 2040.09 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/17/2005 310 7/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·1B7.63 0.00 0.00 275342.89 1852.46 0.00 0.00 
0016154567 8/29/2005 171 9/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 319.40 1440.96 600.28 0.00 2360.64 275023.49 2452.74 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/21/2005 310 8/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 275023.49 2265.11 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/27/2005 171 10/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 321.07 1439.29 600.28 0.00 2360.64 274702.42 2865.39 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/18/2005 307 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·1425.82 0.00 0.00 274702.42 1439.57 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/19/2005 310 9/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 274702.42 1251.94 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/26/2005 171 11/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 322.75 1437.61 600.28 0.00 2360.64 274379.67 1852.22 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/28/2005 171 12/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 324.44 1435.92 396.28 0.00 2156.64 274055.23 2248.50 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/29/2005 312 12/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1293.32 0.00 0.00 274055.23 955.18 0.00 0.00 
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0018154567 12/5/2005 310 10/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 274055.23 767.55 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12121/2005 310 11/1/2005 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 274055.23 579.92 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/30/2005 171 1/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 326.14 1434.22 396.28 0.00 2156.64 273729.09 976.20 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/19/2006 310 12/1/2005 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 273729.09 788.57 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/30/2006 172 2/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 327.84 1432.52 395.68 0.00 2156.04 273401.25 1184.25 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/22/2006 310 1/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 273401.25 996.62 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/23/2006 171 3/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 329.56 1430.80 396.28 0.00 2156.64 273071.69 1392.90 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/16/2006 310 2/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 273071.69 1205.27 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/28/2006 171 4/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 331.28 1429.08 396.28 0.00 2156.64 272740.41 1601.55 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/18/2006 310 3/112006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272740.41 1413.92 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/25/2006 171 511/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 333.02 1427.34 396.28 0.00 2156.64 272407.39 1810.20 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/2312006 310 4/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272407.39 1622.57 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/23/2006 312 6/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1293.32 0.00 0.00 272407.39 329.25 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/26/2006 171 6/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 334.76 1425.60 396.28 0.00 2156.64 272072,63 725.53 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/21/2006 310 5/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 272072.63 537.90 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/27/2006 171 7/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 336.51 1423.85 396.28 0.00 2156.64 271736.12 934.18 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/18/2006 310 6/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271736.12 746.55 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/25/2006 171 8/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 338.27 1422.09 396.28 0.00 2156.64 271397.85 1142.83 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/17/2006 310 7/112006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271397.85 955.20 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/22/2006 171 911/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 340.04 1420.32 396.28 0.00 2156.64 271057.81 1351.48 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/20/2006 307 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -79.16 0.00 0.00 271057.81 1272.32 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/21/2006 310 8/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 271057.81 1084.69 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/28/2006 171 10/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 341.82 1418.54 396.28 0.00 2156.64 270715.99 1480.97 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/20/2006 310 9/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270715.99 1293.34 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/30/2006 172 11/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 343.61 1416.75 403.18 0.00 2163.54 270372.38 1696.52 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/30/2006 175 12/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.46 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.46 270370.92 1696.52 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/15/2006 310 10/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270370.92 1508.89 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/27/2006 172 12/1/2006 0.00 0.00 o.oo 345.42 1414.94 403.18 0.00 2163.54 270025.50 1912.07 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/28/2006 312 12/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·1384.61 0.00 0.00 270025.50 527.46 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/19/2006 310 1111/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 270025.50 339.83 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 12129/2006 171 1/112007 0.00 0.00 0.00 347.23 1413.13 403.18 0.00 2163.54 269678.27 743.01 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/18/2007 310 12/1/2006 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 269678.27 555.38 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/31/2007 171 2/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 349.04 1411.32 403.18 0.00 2163.54 269329.23 958.56 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/16/2007 310 1/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 269329.23 770.93 0.00 o.oo 
0018154567 2127/2007 171 3/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 350.87 1409.49 403.18 0.00 2163.54 266978.36 1174.11 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/1512007 310 2/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268978.36 986.48 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/2/2007 171 4/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 352.71 1407.65 403.18 0.00 2163.54 268625.65 1389.66 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/18/2007 310 3/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268625.65 1202.03 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/25/2007 171 5/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 354.55 1405.81 403.18 0.00 2163.54 268271.10 1605.21 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/17/2007 310 4/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 268271.10 1417.58 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/23/2007 312 6/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1384.61 0.00 0.00 268271.10 32.97 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/2512007 171 6/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 356.41 1403.95 403.18 0.00 2163.54 267914.69 436.15 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/20/2007 310 5/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 267914.69 248.52 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/25/2007 173 711/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 358.27 1402.09 403.18 0.00 2163.54 267556.42 651.70 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/25/2007 175 8/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 267556.32 651.70 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/19/2007 310 6/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 267556.32 464.07 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/24/2007 171 811/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 360.15 1400.21 403.18 0.00 2163.54 267196.17 867.25 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/15/2007 310 711/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 267196.17 679.62 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/28/2007 171 9/112007 0.00 0.00 0.00 362.03 1398.33 403.18 0.00 2163.54 266834.14 1082.80 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/20/2007 310 8/112007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 266834.14 895.17 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/28/2007 171 10/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 363.93 1396.43 403.18 0.00 2163.54 266470.21 1298.35 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/18/2007 310 9/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 266470.21 1110.72 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/23/2007 310 1011/2007 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 266470.21 923.09 0.00 0.00 
10
65
ACTIVITY FOR PEBIQQ 01/01/2Q12 -11/29/2012 
* " ......... **" •••••• *•••*· *** ....... * * •••• **. * *** * *"**• ••• ** ••• ** "'* ..... *"" **" ***"**" * ... ,.. "'*** "***•****** ** ••••••• * ••••• **""' ......... ** "**** ••• ** **.** ••• Ii ... ** *** * *'** ........ * ... * *"'*** ... "" ......... " ........ " • * ... *** ,.. ............ ., ............ fl* ......... " ... **,....,.*-***** "'*****"' **** ••••• - •• * * * ** .... * 
Transaction Fees Fees Suspense Principal Interest Escrow Advance Total Principal Escrow Advance Suspense 
Loan Number Transaction Date Code Due Date Assessed Paid Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Amount Balance Balance Balance Balance 
0018154567 10/24/2007 310 11/1/2007 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 266470.21 735.46 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/1/2007 156 0.00 0.00 0.00 266470.21 0.00 0.00 0.00 266470.21 0.00 735.46 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 ??? 11/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 365.83 1394.53 266104.38 
1916210920 ??? 12/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 367.75 1392.61 265736.63 
1916210920 1/4/2008 12/1/2007 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 265736.63 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 1/4/2008 1/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 369.67 1390.69 441.22 2201.58 265366.96 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/4/2008 2/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 371.61 1388.75 441.22 2201.58 264995.35 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/11/2008 2/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 264995.35 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 3/3/2008 2/1/2008 -15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 264995.35 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 3/3/2008 2/1/2008 0.00 15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 264995.35 0.00 o.oo 
1916210920 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 373.55 1386.81 441.22 2201.58 264621.80 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 3/10/2008 3/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 264621.80 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 4/3/2008 3/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 264621.80 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 4/12/2008 4/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 375.51 1384.85 441.22 2201.58 264246.29 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 4/28/2008 5/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 377.47 1382.89 441.22 2201.58 263868.82 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 517/2008 5/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 263868.82 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 5/27/2008 5/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 -1720.93 0.00 263868.82 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 6/4/2008 5/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 263868.82 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 6/16/2008 5/1/2008 -15.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 263868.82 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 6/16/2008 5/1/2008 0.00 15.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 263868.82 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 6/16/2008 6/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 379.45 1380.91 441.22 2201.58 263489.37 0.00 o.oo 
1916210920 7/3/2008 6/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 263489.37 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 7/16/2008 6/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 263489.37 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 8/5/2008 6/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 263489.37 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 8/11/2008 7/1/2008 0.00 0.00 o.oo 381.43 1378.93 441.22 2201.58 263107.94 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 8/11/2008 8/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 383.43 1376.93 441.22 2201.58 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 9/2/2008 8/1/2008 -30.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 9/3/2008 8/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 9/16/2008 8/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 10/3/2008 8/1/2008 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 10/16/2008 8/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 10/30/2008 8/1/2008 -14.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 -20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 0.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 262724.51 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 11/3/2008 9/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 385.44 1374.92 568.63 2328.99 262339.07 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 11/3/2008 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 387.45 1372.91 568.63 2416.99 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 11/5/2008 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 11/17/2008 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 12/1/2008 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1636.43 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 12/3/2008 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 12116/2008 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 1/5/2009 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 1/16/2009 10/1/2008 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 1/20/2009 10/1/2008 -14.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/3/2009 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 -20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 0.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 261951.62 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/6/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 389.48 1370.88 568.63 2328.99 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/14/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 2/17/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -88.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
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1916210920 2/1712009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 3/3/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 3/16/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 4/3/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 261562.14 0.00 o.oo 
1916210920 4/16/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 4/30/2009 11/1/2008 -14.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 5/5/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 5/16/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 5/22/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1636.43 0.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 6/4/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 6/16/2009 11/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261562.14 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 7/21/2009 7/1/2009 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 3391.90 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 8/11/2009 8/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 3204.27 0.00 o.oo 
1916210920 9/2/2009 12/1/2008 0.00 0.00 1980.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 1980.65 3204.27 0.00 
1916210920 9/2/2009 -20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3204.27 0.00 
1916210920 9/2/2009 0.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3204.27 0.00 
1916210920 9/11/2009 9/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 3016.64 0.00 
1916210920 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 0.00 0.00 1980.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 1980.65 3016.64 0.00 
1916210920 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 0.00 0.00 ·2328.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2328.99 3016.64 0.00 
1916210920 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 391.52 1368.84 568.63 2328.99 ... }6117o;sg-, 3585.27 0.00 
1916210920 10/3/2009 -20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3585.27 0.00 
1916210920 10/3/2009 0.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3585.27 0.00 
1916210920 10/14/2009 12/1/2008 0.00 0.00 0.00 -391.52 -1368.84 -568.63 -2328.99 3016.64 0.00 
1916210920 10/14/2009 12/1/2008 0.00 0.00 -1980.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1980.65 3016.64 0.00 
1916210920 10/14/2009 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3016.64 0.00 
1916210920 10/15/2009 10/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 2829.01 0.00 
1916210920 11/11/2009 111a1a1 0.00 0.00 149.81 391.52 1368.84 568.63 3397.64 0.00 
1916210920 11/11/2009 1/1/2009 0.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3397.64 0.00 
1916210920 11/11/2009 11/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 3210.01 0.00 
1916210920 11/11/2009 -20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3210.01 0.00 
1916210920 11/21/2009 911/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·2870.00 -2870.00 340.01 0.00 
1916210920 12/2/2009 12/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1670.64 ·1670.64 -1330.63 0.00 
1916210920 12/11/2009 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 149.81 393.57 1366.79 568.63 2478.80;. 2~97??-05! -762.00 0.00 
1916210920 12/11/2009 2/1/2009 0.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -762.00 0.00 
1916210920 12/11/2009 -20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -762.00 0.00 
1916210920 12/16/2009 12/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 -949.63 0.00 
1916210920 1/12/2010 111/2010 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 -1137.26 0.00 
1916210920 1/13/2010 2/1/2009 0.00 0.00 ·2328.99 395.63 1364.73 568.63 232899: 260381;421 -568.63 0.00 
1916210920 1/21/2010 3/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 397.70 1362.66 568.63 2328.99' 2!>9~~3:'72j 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 1/21/2010 4/1/2009 0.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
1916210920 1/21/2010 -20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/11/2010 142 0.00 0.00 0.00 -261170.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 -261170.621.Limmt'ffl 0.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/4/2010 170 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1754.00 0.00 1754.00 261170.62 1754.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/4/2010 132 13.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.25 261170.62 1754.00 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/18/2010 310 2/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -375.26 0.00 0.00 261170.62 1378.74 0.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/24/2010 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 0.00 261170.62 1378.74 100.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/1/2010 305 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -8593.93 0.00 0.00 261170,62 -7215.19 100.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/2/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 70.00 0.00 261170.62 -7215.19 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/13/2010 173 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 8593.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 8593.93 261170.62 -7215.19 170.00 8593.93 
0018154567 4/13/2010 173 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1116.00 0.00 1116.00 261170.62 -6099.19 170.00 8593.93 
0018154567 4/16/2010 147 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 -8523.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -6099.19 170.00 70.00 
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0018154567 4/16/2010 170 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 ·70.00 0.00 0.00 70.00 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·6029.19 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/16/2010 152 88.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261170.62 -6029.19 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/27/2010 132 13.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.25 261170.62 -6029.19 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/5/2010 351 2/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·2613.00 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·8642.19 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/7/2010 173 1/1/2009 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6867.07 0.00 6867.07 261170.62 ·1775.12 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/17/2010 310 4/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -1962.75 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/17/2010 152 88.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 261170.62 ·1962.75 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/21/2010 312 6/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·1670.64 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -3633.39 170.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/7/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 50.00 0.00 261170.62 ·3633.39 220.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/7/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 50.00 0.00 261170.62 ·3633.39 270.00 0.00 
0018154567 617/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 250.00 0.00 261170.62 ·3633.39 520.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/7/2010 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 150.00 0.00 261170.62 ·3633.39 670.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/16/2010 312 6/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -24.67 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·3658.06 670.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/22/2010 310 5/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·3845.69 670.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/22/2010 310 6/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -4033.32 670.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/30/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -4033.32 670.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/19/2010 310 7/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -4220.95 670.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/24/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -4220.95 670.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/24/2010 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 110.00 0.00 261170.62 ·4220.95 780.00 0.00 
0018154567 9/27/2010 310 8/1/2010 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -4408.58 780.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/7/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -4408.58 780.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/7/2010 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 110.00 0.00 261170.62 ·4408.58 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 10/25/2010 310 9/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·4596.21 890.00 o.oo 
0018154567 11/9/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -4596.21 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/23/2010 310 10/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·4783.84 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/23/2010 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 ·4783.84 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 11/24/2010 312 12/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2222.68 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -7006.52 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 12/13/2010 312 12/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -34.16 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -7040.68 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/5/2011 310 11/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -7228.31 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/11/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -7228.31 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/21/2011 310 12/1/2010 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -7415.94 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 1/31/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -7415.94 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/8/2011 351 2/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2613.00 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -10028.94 890.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/18/2011 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.00 0.00 261170.62 -10028.94 925.00 0.00 
0018154567 2/24/2011 310 1/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·10216.57 925.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/8/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 ·10216.57 925.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/18/2011 631 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 175.00 0.00 261170.62 -10216.57 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 3/21/2011 310 2/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -10404.20 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 4/5/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -10404.20 1100.00 o.oo 
0018154567 4/20/2011 310 3/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -10591.83 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/10/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -10591.83 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/23/2011 312 6/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2222.68 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·12814.51 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 5/24/2011 310 4/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -13002.14 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/14/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -13002.14 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/27/2011 310 5/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -13189.77 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 6/28/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 ·13189.77 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 7/20/2011 310 6/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -13377.40 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/9/2011 132 11.25 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 ·13377.40 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/16/2011 310 7/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 ·187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -13565.03 1100.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/23/2011 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 600.00 0.00 261170.62 ·13565.03 1700.00 0.00 
0018154567 8/23/2011 632 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.58 0.00 261170.62 -13565.03 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 9/19/2011 310 8/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -13752.66 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 9/3012011 132 11.25 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 ·13752.66 1720.58 0.00 
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0018154567 10/18/2011 310 9/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -13940.29 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 11/2/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -13940.29 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 11/16/2011 310 1011/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -14127.92 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 12/1/2011 312 12/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2396.83 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -16524.75 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 12/6/2011 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -16524.75 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 12/14/2011 312 12/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -41.77 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -16566.52 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 12/19/2011 310 11/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -16754.15 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 1/9/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -16754.15 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 1/19/2012 310 12/1/2011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -16941.78 1720.58 0.00 
0018154567 1123/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6696.00 0.00 261170.62 -16941.78 8416.58 0.00 
0018154567 1/23/2012 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 88.00 0.00 261170.62 -16941.78 8504.58 0.00 
0018154567 1/23/2012 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 45.00 0.00 261170.62 ·16941.78 8549.58 0.00 
0018154567 1/23/2012 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 138.00 0.00 261170.62 -16941.78 8687.58 0.00 
0018154567 1123/2012 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.50 0.00 261170.62 ·16941.78 8691.08 0.00 
0018154567 1/30/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -16941.78 8691.08 0.00 
0018154567 2/6/2012 351 2/112012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2653.00 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -19594.78 8691.08 0.00 
0018154567 2/17/2012 310 1/1/2012 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 ·19782.41 8691.08 0.00 
0018154567 2/23/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1920.00 0.00 261170.62 -19782.41 10611.08 0.00 
0018154567 3/7/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -19782.41 10611.08 0.00 
0018154567 3120/2012 310 2/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -19970.04 10611.08 0.00 
0018154567 3/26/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2119.00 0.00 261170.62 ·19970.04 12730.08 0.00 
0018154567 3/30/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -19970.04 12730.08 0.00 
0018154567 4/19/2012 310 311/2012 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -20157.67 12730.08 0.00 
0018154567 4/19/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2520.00 0.00 261170.62 -20157.67 15250.08 0.00 
0018154567 4/19/2012 632 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 61.00 0.00 261170.62 -20157.67 15311.08 0.00 
0018154567 4/25/2012 630 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 432.00 0.00 261170.62 -20157.67 15743.08 0.00 
0018154567 4/27/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -20157.67 15743.08 0.00 
0018154567 5111/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 600.00 0.00 261170.62 -20157.67 16343.08 0.00 
0018154567 5/11/2012 632 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 61.00 0.00 261170.62 -20157.67 16404.08 0.00 
0018154567 5121/2012 310 4/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -20345.30 16404.08 0.00 
0018154567 5/21/2012 312 6/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -2396.83 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -22742.13 16404.08 0.00 
0018154567 5/21/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 456.00 0.00 261170.62 -22742.13 16860.08 o.oo 
0018154567 5/24/2012 312 6/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -41.77 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -22783.90 16860.08 0.00 
0018154567 5/30/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -22783.90 16860.08 0.00 
0018154567 6/18/2012 310 5/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -22971.53 16860.08 0.00 
0018154567 6/20/2012 630 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 240.00 0.00 261170.62 -22971.53 17100.08 o.oo 
0018154567 6120/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1560.00 0.00 261170.62 -22971.53 18660.08 0.00 
0018154567 7/2/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -22971.53 18660.08 0.00 
0018154567 7/17/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 840.00 0.00 261170.62 -22971.53 19500.08 0.00 
0018154567 7/19/2012 630 0.00 0.00 o.oo 0.00 0.00 0.00 1128.00 0.00 261170.62 -22971.53 20628.08 0.00 
0018154567 7/23/2012 310 6/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -23159.16 20628.08 0.00 
0018154567 8/2/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -23159.16 20628.08 0.00 
0018154567 8/6/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 504.00 0.00 261170.62 -23159.16 21132.08 0.00 
0018154567 8/21/2012 310 7/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -23346.79 21132.08 0.00 
0018154567 8/22/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 264.00 0.00 261170.62 -23346.79 21396.08 0.00 
0018154567 8/28/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -23346.79 21396.08 0.00 
0018154567 8/28/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 96.00 0.00 261170.62 -23346.79 21492.08 0.00 
0018154567 9/5/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 120.00 0.00 261170.62 -23346.79 21612.08 0.00 
0018154567 9/20/2012 310 8/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -23534.42 21612.08 0.00 
0018154567 9/26/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 ·23534.42 21612.08 0.00 
0018154567 9/28/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 552.00 0.00 261170.62 ·23534.42 22164.08 0.00 
0018154567 10/18/2012 310 9/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -23722.05 22164.08 0.00 
0018154567 10/18/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4321.72 0.00 261170.62 -23722.05 26485.80 0.00 
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0018154567 10/18/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6600.00 0.00 261170.62 -23722.05 33085.80 0.00 
0018154567 10/18/2012 630 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2520.00 0.00 261170.62 -23722.05 35605.80 0.00 
0018154567 10/26/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -23722.05 35605.80 0.00 
0018154567 11/19/2012 310 10/1/2012 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -187.63 0.00 0.00 261170.62 -23909.68 35605.80 0.00 
0018154567 11/29/2012 132 11.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.25 261170.62 -23909.68 35605.80 0.00 
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3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
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Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
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KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A. , and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s) . 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
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CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
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Plaintiff's Second Motion for 
Summary Judgment 
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Plaintiffs Second Motion for Summary 
Judgment will be called up for a telephonic hearing on the 17th day of December 2013, at the 
hour of 9:30 a.m., (PST) or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard, before the Honorable 
Michael J. Griffin, in the Clearwater County Courthouse. Any parties wishing to appear by 
telephone should call 208-476-8998 at the scheduled hearing time to be connected with the court. 
Dated this _2_ day of November 2013. 
~~ Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of November 2013, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road. 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Hearing Notice [SJ 2) - Page 2 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)CJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 




CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 




Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
FILED 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 








CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
10 NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 





COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
14 of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 




Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT 
17 COMES NOW the Nickersons respectfully submit the following Memorandum in 
18 Opposition to Summary Judgment. 
19 UNDISPUTED FACTS 
20 The undisputed facts in this matter are few. The Nickersons admit that they signed a 
21 promissory note on or about October 4, 2002, and that the property that PHH is attempting to 
22 foreclose on was used to secure the promissory note. 
23 DISPUTED FACTS 
24 The disputed facts in the matter are numerous. The Nickersons will attempt to identify 
25 the most salient facts relating to this particular motion that are in dispute. 
Memo in Opposition to Second MSJ - 1 
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1 Whether or not the Nickersons were in default in January of 2010. 
2 The Nickersons assert, contend, and maintain that they were in good standing with the 
3 note as of January of 2010. The basis for this belief is a representation from a Chase employee 
4 named Kim and a representation by Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. that Chase had represented in a 
5 credit report the Nickersons were current and in good standing as of January of 2010. See 
6 Amended Answer and Counterclaim ,I 20 and 21. Additionally, after a thorough review of 
7 Chase's Detailed Transaction History (Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins, Exhibit F and 
8 incorporated here by reference "Exhibit F") it is clear there is no default and can be no default 
9 based upon their transaction history. The principal balance on the last entry in the history is $-
10 1,186.90 which indicates an overpayment of principal of $1,186.90. If there is no principal 
11 balance owed, there can be no default. Furthermore, the escrow balance is $0.00 meaning all 
12 escrow obligations have been satisfied. Therefore, the Detailed Transaction History (Exhibit F) 
13 confirms the representation made by Chase employee Kim that the Nickersons were in good 
14 standing. In fact, according to the Detailed Transaction History provided by Chase (Exhibit F), 
15 as of January 21, 2010, the Nickersons had satisfied the obligations of the note and were due a 
16 refund of $1,186.90. 
17 Even with this glaring evidence, PHH still contends the Nickersons are in default. They 
18 now base their claim for default on the Second Affidavit of Ronald E Casperite, Exhibit C and 
19 incorporated here by reference "Exhibit C" and the Affidavit of Chase Employee in Support of 
20 Second Motion for Summary Judgment, Exhibit A. The Nickersons object to Exhibit C based on 
21 the rules of best evidence. Clearly, Chase's Detailed Transaction History Exhibit Fis the best 
22 evidence because it comes from the entity who was servicing the loan and maintaining the 
23 account history and overrules any conjectures and extrapolations made by a third party. 
24 However, for the case of argument we will compare Exhibit C to Exhibit F. 
25 
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First, Mr. Casperite totally disregards the principal balance Chase has on their records 
2 and creates his own. See below. 
3 • Review the Exhibit C Principal Balance column Transaction Dates 7/21/2009 thru the 
4 second entry on 10/3/2009. There is nothing there. However, a careful review of Exhibit 
5 F for these dates show a Principal Balance of $391.52. 
6 • The next entry on Exhibit C Transaction Date 10/3/2009 has a Principal Balance of 
7 $261,170.62 and on Exhibit Fit is $0.00. 
8 • The next entry on Exhibit C that has an entry for a Principal Balance is Transaction Date 
9 11/11/2009 with a balance of $261,170.62. Even though a payment was credited on that 
10 date with a principal amount of $391.52 which would normally reduce the Principal 
11 Balance, Mr. Casperite did not credit the $391.52 against his Principal Balance of 
12 $261,170.62. Exhibit Falso shows a payment was credited on 11/11/2009 with a 
13 principal amount of $391.52 which brought the Principal Balance to $0.00. 
14 • The next entry on Exhibit C that has an entry for a Principal Balance is Transaction Date 
15 12/11/2009 with a balance of $260,777.05. Exhibit F Principal Balance is $-393.57. 
16 • The next entry on Exhibit C that has an entry for a Principal Balance is Transaction Date 
17 1/13/2010 with a balance of$260,381.42. Exhibit F Principal Balance is $-789.20. 
18 • The last entry on Exhibit C that has an entry for a Principal Balance prior to the transfer 
19 of the loan to PHH is Transaction Date 1/21/2010 with a balance of $259,983.72. Exhibi 
20 F Principal Balance is $-1,186.90. 









PHH' s Interpretation - Chase's Transaction History -















4 Next, Mr. Casperite disregards his own illustrative principal balances and claims "upon 
5 PHH's receipt from Chase of the Nickerson's loan, the principal balance was $261,170.62." 
6 (Second Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite ). According to Mr. Casperite' s illustrative loan history, 
7 Exhibit C, the principal balance at the time of the transfer should have been $259,983.72. Mr. 
8 Casperite is either contradicting his own affidavit in regards to the principal balance at the time 
9 of transfer or he made a mistake on Exhibit C or both. Clearly, he has cast doubt on PHH's 
10 claimed default amount of$340,339.84 as of December 1, 2013 (Memorandum in Support of 
11 PHH 's Second Motion for Summary Judgment). 
12 Additionally, Exhibit C sheds no new light or contradiction of payments made or not 
13 made. It simply copies over the transaction data as listed on Exhibit F. 
14 Lastly, neither Exhibit C nor Exhibit F account for the Nickersons $4,549.04 payment 
15 that was made in July of2009 and is reflected on the escrow statement. (Affidavit of John 
16 Mitchell, Dated 10/31/2012, Exhibits A and B). 
17 As for the Affidavit of Chase Employee in Support of Second Motion for Summary 
18 Judgment, Exhibit A, Chase's own Detailed Transaction History (Exhibit F) contradicts the data 
19 contained in this letter because the principal balance at the time of this letter was $0.00 (Ref# 
20 83, Transaction Date 12/2/2009). Therefore, there was no default at that time because the 
21 obligations under the note were already satisfied. Additionally, the question must be asked, Why 
22 is this letter just now showing up? Chase was requested to provide all correspondence as a part 
23 of the discovery process. The Affidavit of Chase Employee in Support of Second Motion for 
24 Summary Judgment, Exhibit A was not included in any discovery Chase provided. Therefore, 
25 
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1 there is serious doubt as to the validity or originality of these letters and whether they are 
2 admissible evidence. 
3 ARGUMENT 
4 Summary judgment is appropriate only when there is no genuine issue of material fact 
5 and only after the pleadings, depositions, admissions, and affidavits show there is no genuine 
6 issue as to any material fact. I.R.C.P 56( c ). The burden of proving the absence of an issue of 
7 material fact rests at all times upon the moving party. Blickenstaff v. Clegg, 140 Idaho 572, 577, 
8 97 P.3d 439,444 (2004) (citations omitted). To meet this burden, the moving party must 
9 challenge in its motion, and establish through evidence, that no issue of material fact exists for 
10 element of the nonmoving party's case. Id. The facts are to be liberally construed in favor of the 
11 party opposing the motion, who is also to be given the benefit of all favorable inferences which 
12 might be reasonably drawn from the evidence. Anderson v. Ethington, 103 Idaho 658,651 P.2d 
13 923 (1982); Moss v. Mid-America Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 103 Idaho 298,647 P.2d 754 (1982). 
14 If reasonable persons could reach different findings or draw conflicting inferences from the 
15 evidence, the motion must be denied. Wade Baker & Sons Farms v. Corp. of the Presiding 
16 Bishop of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, 136 Idaho 922, 42 P.3d 715 (2002). 
17 
18 PHH IS NOT ENTITLED TO FORECLOSE 
19 PHH has not provided any additional evidence that proves no issue of material fact exists 
20 or proves default. The illustrative loan history (Exhibit C) is essentially a transfer of data from 
21 Chase's account history (Exhibit F) into PHH's format. However, this transfer has raised more 
22 issues of material fact because the transfer was incomplete and PHH inserted their own 
23 conjectures into the account history. Specifically, PHH did not transfer over the principal balance 
24 and decided to make up their own. In so doing, they cast further doubt on the alleged default 
25 amount and contradicted their own testimony. As of January 21, 2010, the ending principal 
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1 balance on Exhibit C is $259,983.72; however, PHH testified the principal balance transferred in 
2 February 2010 was $261,170.62. Thus, their motion for summary judgment must be denied. 
3 Additionally, PHH still did not account for the payment of $4,549.04 made in July 2009. 
4 These facts alone support the same conclusion the court made in its original denial for 
5 summary judgment. However, there is more evidence. Carefully examine the principal balance 
6 reported on Exhibit F. Chase's principal balance at the time of transfer was $-1, 186.90. This 
7 balance indicates the note was satisfied and therefore, there could be no default. Thus, PHH' s 










16 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
17 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the~ day of J e..e.-1:.,,vJ . .,_.-
true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via US Mail to the following: 
18 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
19 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
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From:Just Law 2085239146 12/10/2013 05:32 #603 P.004/006 
PHH Mortgage replies as follows to the Nickersons• Memorandum in Opposition to the 
Motion for Summary Judgment. 
Preliminarily, it is essential to note the Nickersons have not filed an affidavit setting forth 
any facts. A nonmoving defendant has the burden of presenting evidence to support any 
affirmative defense and must set forth specific facts showing there is a genuine issue for trial. 
Chandler v. Hayden, 147 Idaho 765, 215 P.3d 485 (2009). Where a responding party fails to set 
forth facts showing a genuine issue for trial, summary judgment should be granted. Id. 
Toe only facts before the court on summary judgment are set forth in the current and 
ptior affidavits of Ronald Casperite and Brandi Watkins, and the affidavits of counsel. Those 
facts establish that the Nickersons defaulted on their loan by failing to make 9 monthly 
payments. 
The Nickersons have raised two main ai:guments against Plffi' s motion. First, they object 
to Exhibit C to the Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite as not being the best evidence; and 
second, they argue the payment histories in the Affidavit of Brandi Watkins show the loan was 
not in default. Each point will be discussed in turn. 
Best Evidence Objection 
The Nickersons' objection is misplaced. The best evidence rule addresses authenticity of 
records. There is no authenticity issue regarding Exhibit C where Casperite gave foundation of 
his knowledge that the loan history was in fact complete and correct. I.R.E. 901 (b )(1 ). 
Casperite provided predicate foundation for Exhibit C. It is the actual summary of his 
analysis of the Nickersons' loan. He explains the summary and its details including the crucial 
facts of missed payments and the Nickersons' default. Under the Idaho Rules of Evidence, and 
for purposes of meeting the requirement of presenting admissible evidence under LR.C.P. 56, 
Exhibit C is admissible as a summary and may be relied upon by the court. The Nickersons' 
objection should be overruled. 
Default 
Through a gross misreading of their loan history, the Nickersons arrive at a tortured 
conclusion that their loan was not in default. It is apparent from the facts before the court on 
summary judgment that the Nickersons failed to make 9 monthly payments. Their failure 
Reply Brief - Page 2 
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constituted default. Notably absent are any facts from the Nickersons showing all payments were 
made. 
Additionally, the Nickersons contend they .. relied" upon a statement purportedly made by 
a Chase employee that their loan was in good standing. Again, the Nickersons have failed to 
produce any facts supporting either that statement or the reasonableness of their reliance in light 
of their missing payments. 
At the hearing on PHH's first motion for summary judgment, and in its subsequent 
memorandum decision denying sununary judgment for foreclosure, the court indicated that it 
believed the facts in the record did not make clear the default amount. There was no question 
default had occmred. The court opined that it was close to granting summary judgment for PHH 
but due to the question created by the record, it detennined additional facts were needed. The 
main, if not only, issue was whether the Nickersons were in default for missing 9 or 10 
payments. 
FHH has provided with clarity the additional facts pertaining to the Nickersons' default 
and establishing that as of February 10, 2010 the Nickersons were in default for failing to make 9 
of their required monthly payments. Since that date, the Nickersons have not cured the default. 
(Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite, paragraphs 10~14). 
Consequently, PHH is entitled to summary judgment of foreclosure for the principal 
balance of $261,170.62 together with accruing interest at 6.28%. 
Conclusion: 
The Nickersons have not set forth any genuine issues of material fact. 
PIIll is entitled as a matter of law to summary judgment of foreclosure on the principal 
balance together with accruing interest. 
DATED this /,:::,::? day of December 2013 . • 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CE~TIFY that on the Jb!J. day of December 2013, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the 
manner indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Nefflload 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONN A 
NlC:KERSON, husband and wjfe; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A 
Third Party-Defendants_ 
In accordance with I.RC.P. 56(a) Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, moves the 
court for its order granting summary judgment. 
The issue: PHH does not have legal standing to bring the complaint when: 
1) The documents claiming ownership are fraudulent. 
\ 
2) The complaint references the wrong property_ 
Motion for Summary Judgment - I 
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1 3) The Note is not indorsed to PHH. 
2 4) The Deed of Trust is invalid and fraudulent. 
3 5) PHH initiated foreclosure proceedings prior to having beneficial interest in the 
4 property. 
5 6) No default existed. 
6 This motion is based upon the pleadings ofrecord, the Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in 
7 Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and the previously filed Affidavit ofBrandie S. 
8 Watkins, the Affidavit of John C. Mitchell dated January 22, 2013, and the memorandum in 


















CERTIFICATE OF SER VICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the [)Hiday of /dc..(&A,.k--e---
true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via Fax to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
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CHARLES ~ICKERSON and DONNA 
N1CKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
tbruX 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH :t\.-fORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
AFFIDAVIT OF CHARLES NICKERSON 
IN SUPPORT OF :MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
I, CHARLES NICKERSON, being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states: 
1. I am a Defendant in the above-entitled action. 
2. I have personal knowledge of the facts contained in this affidavit and the current action 
being litigated. 




























3, I have personally reviewed the record on file and have an understanding of the complaint 
filed. 
4_ I was previously represented in this action by the firm of Clark and Feeney and their 
appointed attorney John C. Mitchell who was W1der the direct oversight of Tom Clark 
and the other senior attorneys. I relied upon their legal expertise and moral integrity in 
representing our family's best interest in this case. 
5. I have been severely, grossly and unjustly misrepresented by legal counsel in this action 
by the firm Clark and Feeney and their appointed attorney John MitchelL Specifically, 
:vlr. Mitchell did not present the overwhelming amount of evidence at his disposal to 
properly defend this action and prosecute our counterclaims. 
6. As a result of this misrepresentatio~ we have been forced to represent ourselves in this 
matter. 
7. I am diligently putting forth my best effort to properly defend this action and appreciate 
the Courts understanding, grace, leniency, and direction as my wife and[, along \'\,ith our 
family, represent ourselves and see1< to find justice in this case. 
8. The Plaintiff, PHH, is foreclosing upon the wrong property. The legal description of the 
property set forth in PHH:' s Complaint is not my property. 
9. PHH started foreclosure proceedings 5 months prior to having alleged beneficial interest 
in our mortgage. PHH in conjunction v.,ith Coldwell Banker sent welcome and Notice of 
Intention to Foreclose letters simultaneously on the same date in February 2010. See 
Exhibits 1 and 2. This is a fraudulent misrepresentation with the malicious intention of 
falsely foreclosing. Additionally, after months ofus disputing the default and PHH 
refusing payments, on May 25, 201 0, Coldwell Banker sent a letter to the Nickersons 
referring our mortgage to an attorney to start the foreclosure process (Exhibit 3). PHH did 
not receive alleged beneficiaJ interest until June 9, 2010. In January 2010, the Nickersons 




























were in good standing-with Chase. PHH then assumed complete cDntrol of the account 
and immediately started foreclosure proceedings months before they bad alleged 
beneficial interest in the property deliberately seeking to fraudulently enforce a debt that 
was not theirs. 
10. The Deed of Trust (Compl.aint Exhibit A) is invalid and fraudulent. The area encumbered 
by the Deed of Trust is 50 acres in area outside of an incorporated city or village which 
clearly means the security instrument should have been a Mortgage which is the only 
instrument or means of securing the property we agreed to throughout the loan process 
and at closing. Deeds of Trust cannot be used on properties in excess of 40 acres. 
Additionally, the Deed of Trust itself in section 25 states the area of the property is not 
over 40 acres Therefore, this Deed of Trust is invalid and fraudulent. 
11. The Note ( Complaint Exhibit C) is indorsed to Cendant Mortgage not PHH. PHH is not 
the holder of the Note and therefore, does not have standing to enforce it. 
12. The Assjgnment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note from Chase to PHH (Exhibit 4) 
is fraudulent because notes cannot be assigned, Chase claimed no interest in the note, it 
references a fraudulent trustee, and is executed illegally. 
13. The Assignment of Deed of Trust (Exhibit 5) from Coldwell Banker to Chase is 
fraudulent because Coldwell was not the note holder, notes cannot be assigned, it was 
executed by robo-signers and it shows evidence of notary fraud. 
14. Chase's Detailed Account History (Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins, Exhibit F) states the 
final Principal balance on our account was $-1, 186.90 on January 21, 2010. This was 
only 2 weeks prior to when PHH took over the account. If there is no principal balance 
owed, there can be no default. 
15. Attached as Exhibits 1 and 2 are true and correct copies of letters PHH in conjunction 
with Coldwell Banker sent to us simultaneously on the same date in February 2010. 




























16. Attached as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of a letter from Coldwell dated May 25, 
20 l 0, stating they were referring our account to a foreclosure attorney. 
17. Attached as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of the Assignment of Deed of Trust and 
Deed of Trust Note from Chase to PHH. Instrument #214459.recorded in the records of 
Cleanvater County, Idaho. 
18. Attached as Exhibit 5 is a true and correct copy of the Assignment of Deed of Trust from 
Coldwell Banker to Chase. Instrument #207590 recorded in the records of Clearwater 
County, Idaho. 
19. Attached as Exhibit 6 is true and correct copy of a letter from Fannie Mae claiming 
ownership ofthe loan from 12/27/2002 to 12/3/2009. 
20. Attached as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of a document detailing the evidence 
indicating James Kucherka and Leah Boedecker illegaUy signed fraudulent documents. 
Exhibit 7 additionally references Exhibits A-0 which are true and correct copies of 
recorded documents Vvith James Kucberka and/or Leah Boedecker as signers and have 
been obtained from the public record. 
21. Attached as Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy ofMcDonnell Property Analytics Audit 
Forensic Examination cifthe Essex Southern District Registry Exhibit C ROBO 
SIGNERS page 1 which identifies Kirsten Bailey as a robo-signer along with a true and 
correct copy ofMarie McDonneU' s Affidavit. The complete document can be found 
online at www.salerndeeds.com/pd£'Audit.pdf 
22. Attached as Exhibit 9 is a true and correct copy of a Notice of New Creditor letter dated 
December 22, 2009 from Chase to the Nickersons notifying the Nickersons that 
JPMorgan Chase purchased the Note on December 3. 2009 and 'is now their new creditor. 
Affidavit in support of Motion for Summary Jadgment - 4 


























23. Conspicuously absent from the record is a Notice of New Creditor letter from PHH. We 
never received a notice from PHH stating that they own the loan which confirms the 
evidence that PHH does not own the toan. 
DATED this .J.:]__ day of )J:c c ~~ , 2013 
SN1CKERSON 
. ~e...,,-...n-+2.-r. &!::? SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me on this _lJ___ day of ~fa s..\::rn ,m \, 1 ;... ~ 2013 
SHANNONIJOAH SETTL.t: · 
NOTARY l"UBUCforthe i 
State or Montana ~ 
Resldfng e.t Helena, MT 
My Commission Expires 
Jul 05, 2017. 
CERT1FICATE OF SERVICE 
SE+\ l..z 
\:jf \s 1,,C,, YV1..1 
::1-s-n 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the _J_]_ day of .J <-C:-c -=' 'L-
true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via Fax to the following: 
, 2013, a 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
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s IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STA TE 
OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
9 
10 PHH MORTGAGE, Case No.: CV 2011-28 
11 Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, MEMORANDUl\.1 lN SUPPORT OF 















CHARLES NICKERSON and DONN A 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thru X 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, K.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson hereby request the Court to 
Dismiss PHH' s foreclosure complaint based on the following grounds: 
A. THE LEGAL DESCRIPTION IN THE COMPLAINT DOES NOT IDENTIFY THE 
PROPERTY OWNED BY THE NICKERSONS. 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for S lllillruuy Judgment - 1 
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The legal description in the Complaint does not identify the property owned by the 
2 Nickersons The Complaint describes the property as: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State offdaho. 
3 Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 























The Nickersons do not own this property. The invalid legal description renders the 
Complaint, Service and subsequent proceeding as invalid. Strict requirements with notice 
provisions is required pursuant to Idaho law. The Complaint MUST accurately describe the real 
property that the foreclosure is based upon. The legal description in the Complaint puts not only 
the Defendants but the world on notice of the EXACT property that a Plaintiff is attempting to 
foreclose on. As a matter oflaw the Plaintiff is attempting to foreclose on property that is not 
mvned by the Defendants and thus this action must be dismissed. The Complaint does not 
describe the real property owned by the Defendants and as a matter of law this action is void 
against both the Nickersons and the real property and must be dismissed. 
B. PHH INITIATED FORECLOSL""RE BEFORE THEY HAD BENEFICIAL INTEREST 
IN NOTE AND DEED OF TRUST. 
PHH began foreclosure proceedings 5 months prior to fraudulently acquiring beneficial 
interest in the note and property. PHH in conjunction with Coldwell Banker sent welcome and 
Notice of Intention to Foreclose letters simultaneously on the same date in February 2010. 
(Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of Summary Judgment, Exhibits 1 and 2) 
Additionally, on May 25, 2010, Coldwell Banker sent a letter (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in 
Support of Summary Judgment, Exhibit 3) to the Nickersons slating "At this time your mortgage 
account has been referred to an attorney to begin the foreclosure process." However, the 
fraudulent Assignment of Deed of Trust and Note to PHH did not occur until June 9, 20 I 0 
(Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support ofSumma,yJudgment, Exhibit 4). PlllI did not have 
the legal or ethical right to pursue any action until such date as they held beneficial interest in the 
property. After initiating foreclosure prnceedings, PHH then recorded a fraudulent assignment in 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment- 2 
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l an attempt to establish beneficial interest in the property. In January 2010, the Nickersons were 
2 in good standing with Chase. PfU-1 then assumed complete control of the account and 
3 immediately started foreclosure proceedings deliberately seeking to fraudulently enforce a debt 
4 that was not theirs. 
5 C. A DEED OF TRUST IS NOT VALID IN IDAHO ON PROPERTY IN EXCESS OF 40 
I 
6 IACRES. 
7 j The Plaintiff's foreclosure is based on a Deed of Trust (Complaint Exhibit A and 
8 I incorporated here by reference "Exhibit A"). The property that the Plaintiff is attempting to 
9 foreclose on is 50 acres. According to Idaho Law, a Deed of Trust is not valid on property 
10 exceeding 40 acres. See I.C. 45-1502(5)(c). 
11 Because the Deed of Trust is invalid, the Plaintiff has no secured interest in the real 
12 property and cannot pursue a foreclosure action against the real property. The foreclosure action 
13 has to be dismissed because the Plaintiff does not have a secured interest in the property. 
14 D. THE DEED OF TRUST IS FRAUDULENT 
15 The Deed of Trust, Exhibit A, states on PAGE 13, ,i 25. Area and Location of Property. 
16 Either the Property is not more than 40 acres in area or the Property is located within an 
17 .incorporated city or village. 
18 Neither of these appJy to the Nickersons property. The Nickersons property is 50 acres in 
19 area and is located outside of the city limits. Therefore, the Deed of Trust document is fraudulent 
20 and thereby void. Thus, the foreclosure action must be dismissed because the Plaintiff does not 
21 have a secured interest in the property. 
22 E. THE PLAINTlFF HAS NO LEGAL ST ANDING TO ENFORCE THE NOTE. 
23 The Plaintiff has not provided a clear, unbroken chain ofindorsements on the note which 
24 can prove they are the true oi,vners and holders of the note or that they are entitled to enforce it. 
25 In fact, the Plaintiff has not provided any chain of indorsements at all. It is critical that all 




l indorsements are reflected on the note, so that there can be one and only one party who can claim 
2 : current ownership and thereby, enforce it. PHH states in PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO 
! 
3 DEFENDANT NICKERSONS' FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR 
4 PRODUCTION (Affidavit of.John C. Mitchell, Dated January 22, 2013, Exhibit D): 
5 1. "that it held the original note through its subsidiary, ColdweJJ Banker. PHH believes that 
6 note was transferred to the Federal Horne Mortgage Association, (Fannie Mae), which in 
7 turn, had JP Morgan Chase service the note ... Fannie Mae assigned the note back to PHH 
8 as the originating lender." PAGE 2, ANSWER 1. 
9 2. '·as noted in the Complaint that the assignment of the deed of trust was performed in 
10 writing and the promissory note was assigned as. indicated on the allonges to that note." 
11 PAGE 3, ANSWER 4 
J 2 3. "There was no agreement between PHH and Chase. The assignment of the note was 
13 directed by Fannie Mae ___ " PAGE 5, ANSWER 10. 
14 4. " ... loans are processed in <batches' and as such there are no documents specific to this 
15 note between any of the above named entities." (above named entities are Chase and 
16 PHH, Chase and Coldwell Banker, Chase and Fannie Mae, PHH and Chase, PHH and 
17 Coldwell Banker, PHH and Fannie Mae, and Coldwell Banker and Fannie Mae) PAGE 
18 I 1, RESPONSE 3. 
19 However, there is no indorsement ofthe note from Coldwell Banker to Fannie Mae. There is. 
20 no indorsement of the note from Fannie Mae to Chase. There is no indorsement of the note from 
21 either Fannie Mae or Chase to PHH PHH claims Fannie Mae assigned the note directly to them 
22 as evidenced by the allonges on the note. PHH provided no allonges to the note. PHH has 
23 provided no evidence they hold legal standing on the Note. There is only one indorsernent on the 
24 note and that is to Cendant Mortgage. It is stamped on the note and signed by Michelle Krause. 
WITHOUT RECOURSE 
25 PAY TO THE ORDER OF 
Michelle :Kr-ause signature 
Memornndum in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment - 4 
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CE~DANT MORTGAGE CORPORATION 
1 MICHELLE KRAUSE, ASSISTANT VICE PRESIDENT 
2 I Clearly, this note is indorsed to Cendant Mortgage NOT PHH. Additionally, it is missing 
3 indorsements from Coldwell Banker to Fannie Mae and from Fannie Mae to PHH or more 
4 appropriately to Chase and from Chase to PHH. Any way you approach this, it is clear that PHH 
5 does not have ownership of the Note and therefore, cannot prove legal standing and thus, their 




ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST FROM COLDWELL BANKER TO CHASE IS 
FRAUDULENT. 
The Assignment of Deed of Trust (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of Motion 
















County, Idaho, from Coldwell Banker to Chase is fraudulent for the fo11owing reasons: 
1. Coldwell Banker attempts to assign the note and Deed of Trust when they have 
no interest in the no1e. 
The assignment document states: 
"That Coldwell Banker Mortgage ("Assignor"), acting herein by and 
through a duly authodzed officer, the owner and holder of one certain 
promissory note executed by DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R. 
NICKERSON ("Borrower(s)") secured by a Deed of Trust of even date 
therewith ... for the benefit of the holder of the said note ... does hereby 
transfer and assign, set over and deliver unto J.P. MORGAN CHASE 
BANK, NA (Assignee) all beneficial interest in and to title to said Deed o 
Trust, together with the note ... TO HA VE AND TO HOLD unto said 
Assignee said above described Deed of Trust and note ... Executed this 2010 
day ofNovember AD. 200T' 
This document is fraudulent. According to PHH, Coldwell Banker no longer held 
any interest in the note or deed at this time. See D(l) above. PHH claims the note was 
transferre.d from Coldwell Banker to Fannie Mae who in tum bad Chase service the note. 
Fannie Mae claims ownership of the note from 12/27/2002 to 12/3/2009. (Affidavit of 
Charles Nickerson in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment, Exhibit 6). Therefore, 
gince Coldwell Banker had no interest in the note and fraudulent Deed of Trust at the 
Memorandum in SuP(Xlrt ofMolion for Sununary Judgment - 5 




























time of this assignment it is null and void. Coldwell cannot transfer or assign something 
that they do not own. As a matter oflaw, this ass1gnment is fraudulent and invalid and 
PHI-I's Complaint must be dismissed. 
2. Coldwell Banker attempts to assign the note in the same document with the 
Deed ofTrust 
Notes cannot be assigned. According to UCC Article 3 notes must be 
"negotiated". Attempting to assign a note on the same document as the Deed of Trust is 
not legal and renders the assignment null and void. 
3. Coldwell Banker attempts to assign the note and Deed of Trust by using 
unethical fraudulent, and false practices knm;vn in the mortgage industry as rob a-signing 
Robo-signers are: 1) any persons in the mortgage industry who, under oath, sign a 
mortgage affidavit, assignment, power of attorney, etc. without personally verifying the 
information is true, 2) individuals who forge executive signa1ures, 3) lower-level 
employees who sign their own name and Jie about their title, Le impersonate an officer o 
the company, 4) people who execute documents when a notary is not present thereby 
causing the notary to lie about their acknowledgment and, 5) notaries who acknowledge 
fraudulent signatures, impersonators, and documents that are signed outside of their 
presence. In all of these cases, robo-signing involves unethical people iJlegally signing 
critical documents and falsely swearing to their truth and accuracy, while deliberately 
choosing not to verify the information they stated as absolute fact and for the express 
purpose to intentionally and maliciously fraud and defraud innocent homeowners. 
James Kucherka who signed the assignment from Coldwell Banker to Chase as 
Vice President of C oldweII Banker, is a robo-signer. 
a) James Kucherka signs fraudulent assignments as the alleged V.P. of at 
least 6 different mortgage companies within 1 year. He signs for: 



























ABN Amro Mortgage Group, Irie., by CitiMortgage, Inc. 
\ American Home Mortgage Corp., 
Century 21 Mortgage 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
ERA Mortgage 
National City Bank 
p.7 
b) James Kucherka did not verify the accuracy of the document he 
executed_ As evidenced previously, the assignment from Coldwell to Chase is 
fraudulent which Mr. Kucherka deliberately chose to ignore. Coldwell was no 
longer a holder of the note nor did they have beneficial interest_ He should have 
known that the assignment was false and misleading_ Therefore, by executing this 
assignment he was intentionally defrauding the Nickersons. 
c) James Kucherka did not comply with notary procedures_ He was 
required to execute this assignment in the presence of a notary. This is extremely 
difficult to accomplish when the notary of choice is a person who does not even 
exist_ See #4 below. 
James Kucherka is a robe-signer. Therefore, any documents he has signed should 
be null and void as a matter oflaw. See Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of 
A1otionfor S11mmaiy Judgment, Exhibit 7. 
Leah Boedeker who co-signed this assignment (Exhibit 5) is also a robo-signer. 
She signs :fraudulent assignments as Assistant V.P. of at least 4 different mortgage 
compames_ 
ABN Amrn Mortgage Group, Inc_, by CitiMortgage, Inc. 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
Deutsche Bank Trust Company Americas 
Commercial Federal Mortgage Corporation 
Additionally, Leah Boedeker did not validate the accuracy of this assignment nor 
did she sign in the presence of a notary (see #4 below). Leah Boedecker was a co-robo-
s.igner with James Kucherka and therefore, any documents she has signed are null and 




























void as a matter of law. SeeAffidm,it of Charles Nickerson in Support ofMotionfor 
Summary Judgment, Exhibit 7. 
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4. Coldwell Banker uses a fake notary. Exhibit 5 is notarized by a fake notary 
Gayle Craine does not exist. According to documentation found online there is evidence 
that Gayle Craine does not exist. This documentation shows that the drivers license and 
social security number given to obtain the notary commission do not match up to any 
known person. And the exact name that she gave for the commission, Gayle Craine, 
shows that NO ONE in the state of Texas exists with that name at all. This is intentional 
and malicious notarization Fraud. 
As evidenced above, the Assignment ofDeed of Trust from Coldwell Banker to 
Chase is completely fraudulent because it attempts to assign a note that Coldwell no 
longer owned, it attempts to assign a negotiable instrument which is not legal, it is robo-
signed by James Kucherka and Leah Boedecker and is illegalty notarized. Therefore, 
PHH's Complaint must be dismissed. 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST AND DEED OF TRUST NOTE FROM CHASE 
TO PHH IS FRAUDULENT 
The Assignment of Deed ofTrust and Deed of Trust Note (Affidavit of Charles 
Nickerson in Support of Summary Judgment, Exhibit 4), Instrument #214459 recorded in 
the records of Clearwater County, Idaho, is fraudulent for the following reasons: 
1. Chase attempts to assign the note along with the Deed of Trust. Notes cannot 
be assigned. According to UCC Article 3 notes must be "negotiated". Attempting to 
assign a note on the same document as the Deed of Trust is not legal and renders the 
document null and void. 
2. Chase attempts to assign the note and Deed of Trust when they have no interest 
in the note. 




























The Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note specifically states.: 
°' ... J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A., AS BENEFICIARY, hereinafter 
referred to as "Assignor", does hereby, without recourse, sell, assign, endorse and 
transfer unto, PHH Mortgage Corporation all ofits right, title and interest in and 
to the following: 
1. That certain Deed of Trust Note ... " 
According to PHH, Chase never owned the note. See D( 1) above. PHH 
claims Fannie Mae owned the note and had Chase merely serviced it. Chase 
denies owning the note eight times in JPMORGAN CHASE BANK'S 
ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO DEFENDANTS CHARLES AND DONNA 
NICKERSON'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR 
PRODUCTION (Affidavit cif John C. Mitchell. Dated January 22, 2013, Exhibit 
C and incorporated here by reference "Exhibit C') and claims to be a servicer 
only. See Below. 
a)" ... JPMorgan further objects to this interrogatory as it 
mischaracterizes the facts, contending that JPMorgan purchased the 
Nickersons' note, whereas, JPMorgan was servicer of the note and not a 
purchaser." PAGE 2, ANSWER NO. 1 
b) " ... JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because it 
mischaracterizes the facts, contending that JPMorgan purchased the 
Nickersons' note, whereas, JPMorgan was servicer of the note and not a 
purchaser." PAGE 3, ANSWER NO. 2 
c) " ... JPMorgan, as a servicer of the loan, did not "sell" the 
Nickersons' note." PAGE 3, ANSWERNO. 3 



























d) " ... JPMorgan did not purchase, own or seU the Nickersons' not 
and merely acted as a servicer of the loan." PAGE 3, ANS\¥.ER NO. 4 
e) " ... JPMorgan further objects to this interrogatory as it 
mischaracterizes the facts, contending that JPMorgan was the owner of the 
note, in a position to determine to foreclose or not to foreclose, when in 
fact, JPMmgan was a servicer of the note." PAGE 4, ANSVVER NO. 7 
f) " ... As a servicer for the Nickersons' loan, JPMorgan is not 
aware of the information exchanged in the transfer/sale of the note 
between buyer and seller." PAGE 5, J!\NSVvER NO. 9 
g) " ... when in fac1, JPMorgan was merely a servicer of the note." 
PAGES 5-6 ANSWER NO. 10 
h) " ... JPMorgan did not purchase the Note, but was merely a 
servicer of the Note." PAGE 14, RESPONSE NO. 11 
Chase is clearly stating and claiming they did not purchase, own, or sell the note. 
Therefore, according to Chase and PHI-I's own testimony, this assignment is false 
and fraudulent because Chase cannot sell or transfer ownership of something they 
do not own. PHH' s beneficial interest in the Nickersons property, and their 
standing in this complaint is dependant upon the validity of this assignment. 
However, as is typical of PIIll's assertions throughout this action, PHH 
invalidates the very assignment they depend upon with their own words. 
Therefore, this complaint must be dismissed. 
3. Just Law, Inc. is appointed as Successor Trustee before PHH has beneficial 
interest in the mortgage. The Assignment of Deed ofTrust and Deed of Trust Note 
mentions Just Law, Inc., as Successor Trustee. 
"2. That certain Deed of Trust, which was executed by ... naming First 
American Title as Original Trustee, and subsequently to Just Law, Inc., as 




























Successor Trustee, with Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation as the 
Beneficiary ... as Instrument No. 19056E ... " 
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This is fraud that clearly exposes the true intent to fraudulently and maliciously 
foreclose on the Nickersons. Instrument No. 190568 names First American Title as 
trustee. There is no record of Coldwell Banker appointing Just Law, Inc., as Successor 
Trustee. However, Pllll appoints Just Law, Inc. as successor trustee. See PLAINTIFF'S 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT NICKERSONS' FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 
A.ND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION (Affidavit ef John C. Mitchell, Dated January 
22, 2013, Exhibit D) Instrument #214460 APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEE. However, 
this document is totally fraudulent because on the date it was signed, June 4th, 2010, PHH 
did not have beneficial interest in the property. PHH did not receive alleged beneficial 
interest in the property until the June 911,, 2010, assignment from Chase. In the 
APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEE document, PHH: deliberately lies by claiming beneficial 
interest when they did not have it. Additionally, Chase references this fraudulent 
Appointment of Trustee in their :fraudulent Assignment of Deed of Trust. The interwoven 
intent of Chase and PHH to defraud the Nickersons of their property is alarming. Fraud is 
rampant in these documents and thus, PHH' s claim must be dismissed. 
4. Chase's Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note was robo-signed 
by Kirsten Bailey. As detailed above, robe-signing involves unethical people illegally 
s.1gning critical documents and falsely swearing to their truth and accuracy, while 
deliberately choosing not to verify the information they stated as absolute fact. 
Kirsten Bailey is listed as a robo-signer by auditors McDonnell Property 
Analytics. See Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of Motion for Summary 
Judgment, Exhibit 8. McDonnell lists Kirsten Bailey as V.P. signer for 5 different 
companies: 
BOA - Bank of America 
Nations Banc 
Key Corp 































As evidenced above, the Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note 
from Chase to PHH is fraudulent. Therefore, PHH's Complaint must be dismissed. 
H. CHASE'S DETAILED TRANSACTION HISTORY SHOWS THE PRJNCIPAL 
BALA.."JCE ON THE ACCOUNT WAS $-1,186.90 WHEN THE ACCOUNT WAS 
TRANSFERRED TO PHH. 
Chase's Detailed Transaction History (Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins, Exhibit F and 
incorporated here by reference "Exhibit F") has an ending Principal Balance of$-l,l86.90 which 
indicates an overpayment of principal of$1,l86.90. If there is no principal balance owed, there 
can be no default. Furthermore, the escrow balance is $0.00 meaning an escrow obligations have 
been satisfied. Therefore, as of January 21, 2010, according to the document (Exhibit F) used by 
PHH to establish a default amount, the Nickersons had satisfied the obligations of the note and 
were due a refund of $1, 186.90. Thus, there is no default and PHH's claims must be dismissed. 
I. FRAUD 
Fraud is rampant in the documentation provided. by and assertions made by Chase and 
PHH: 
I. The Complaint is foreclosing on the ,:vrong property. See Complaint. 
2. The assignments are false, fraudulent and intentionally misrepresent how the note was 
transferred. See Exhibit 5, Instrument #207590 and Exhibit 4, Instrument #214459. 
3. There are no allonges with the Note nor is the Note indorsed to PHH See Complajnt 
Exhibit C. 
4. The Deed of Trust is invalid and fraudulent. See Complaint Exhibit A. 
5. PHH and Chase claim that Chase never owned the note. It is unc1ear as to why Chase and 
PHH are so adamant about this issue. However, it is clear that either Chase and PHH do 
not have a problem with mak1ng false statements or they really do not know what the 
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truth is or both. See Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support oftlotion for Summary 
Judgment, Exhibit 9. This Notice of New Creditor letter from Chase dated December 22, 
2009 states the New Creditor is JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. and states the date of 
purchase was December 3, 2009 which, interestingly enough, is the same date Fannie 
Mae claims they terminated their interest in our loan (Exhibit 6). Additionally, the letter 
states evidence of the transfer is recorded with the county. Where is a copy of that 
recordation? Apparently, it doesn't exist. PHH had to purchase our Note from Chase not 
Fannie Mae which negates their assertions that they own the note based on a transfer 
from Fannie Mae. Frankly, they lied, and thus, their complaint must be dismissed. Please 
note: Exhibit 9 counteracts some of the statements and points made above, however, 
including this exhibit is necessary to demonstrate the deliberate and intentionally 
deceptive actions and practices of Chase and PHH in falsifying the evidence in this case. 
Conspicuously absent from the record is a Notice ofNew Creditor letter from PHH. The 
Nickersons never received a notice from PHH stating that they own the loan which 
violates the Truth In Lending Act and other federal regulations regarding Joan 
origination, servicing, sales and transfers ofloans. This failure to represent, identify, and 
acknowledge themselves as a New Creditor further supports the Nickersons assertions 
that PHH was and is not the owner of the note. 
19 ARGUMENT 
20 Standard for Summary Judgment 
21 Summary judgment must be granted "if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on 
22 file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact 
23 and that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw." I.R.C.P. 56(c). In order to 
24 determine whether judgment should be entered as a mattei- oflaw, the trial court must review the 
25 pleadings, depositions, affidavits, and admissions on file_ I.R.C.P. 56(c). 
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I The trial court liberally construes the record in the light most favorable to the party 
2 opposing the motion, drawing all reasonable inferences and conclusions m that party's favor. 
3 Tolmie Farms v . .J.R Simplot Co., 124 Idaho 607,609, 862 P.2d 299,301 {1993); Doe v. 
4 Durtschi, 110 Idaho 466,469, 716 P.2d 1238, 1241 (1986). 
5 When a motion for summary judgment has been properly supported '\\'ith evidence 
6 indicating the absence of material factual issues, the burden shifts to the non-moving party to 
7 make a showing of the existence of a genuine issue of material fact on the elements challenged in 
8 a way that would preclude summary judgment. Treasure Valley Gastroenterology Specialists, 
9 P.A. v. Woods, 135 Idaho 485, 20 P.3d 21 (Ct. App. 2001 ); State v. Shnma Res. Ltd. P 'ship, 127 
10 Idaho 257,270, 899 P.2d 977,980 (1995). Finally, a motion for summary judgment must be 
11 1 granted if reasonable persons cannot draw conflicting inferences or reach different conclusions 
12 from the evidence. Doe v. Durtschi, llO Idaho 466, 469, 716 P.2d 1238, 1241 (1986). 
13 Burden of Prmif 
14 Where PHH has made a claim for foreclosure, they have the burden of proof on summary 
15 judgment of presenting evidence in support of their claim. Chandler v. Hayden, l 4 7 Idaho 765, 
16 215 ·p .3.d 485 (Idaho 2009). PHH must prove they have le£:,ral standing to foreclose and therefore, 















They are the note holder. The note is indorsed to PHH. 
They have beneficial interest in the property. 
The documents they use to prove their beneficial in1erest are valid and not fraudulent 
(i.e. not robo-signed or inaccurate or forged or unlawfully notarize~ etc.) 
The Deed of Trust is valid. 
Proper procedures were foIIowed, specifically the timing of their foreclosure 
proceedings. 
Default existed at the time they refused to accept any payments and began foreclosure. 
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7. They are foreclosing on the property owned by the Nickersons. 
2 I?oreclosu.re 
3 As evidenced above, PHH's legal standing is in question on every count. The Note is not 
4 indorsed to them nor does it show a complete chain oflndorsements from the originating lender 
5 to all subsequent purchasers to PHH. The Deed of Trust is invalid and fraudulent. The 
6 assignments are fraudulent in multiple ways. PHH violated Idaho Jaw by proceeding with a 
7 foreclosure prior to having the legal standing to do so. There is no proof of default and the claim 
8 is against the wrong property. Therefore, PHH's claim for foreclosure must be dismissed. 
9 WHEREFORE, the Nickersons respectfully pray for relief and judgment, order and decree of 
10 this court against PHH as follows: 
11 1) For PIUI' s claim to be dismissed with prejudice, 
12 2) For the Note to be rendered satisfied reflecting no monies owed, 
13 3) For punitive damages against the Plaintiff for their intentional and malicious attempt 
l4 to fraudulently foreclose on the Nickersons in order to discourage illegal foreclosure 
15 actions in this state, 
16 4) For actual and consequential damages, 
17 5) For emotional damages due to the fraudulent attempt of the Plaintiff to illegally steal 
18 our ranch from us and our children, 
19 6) For an award of all attorney fees and costs necessarily incurred herein; and 
20 7) For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable. 
21 
22 






























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the~ day of d-e c<-cde-:e,;v 
true and correct copy of the foregoing was sent via Fax to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment - 16 
p.16 
, 2013, a 
1105
,..-=-- ·-. 
_,- . ._.._ 
p.1 
PIIlI Mortgage 
2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 800-449-8767 
Fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
3165 Neff ·Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
N O T I C E 0 F I N T E N T I O N T 0 F O R E C L O S E 
Dear Customer{s): 
The mortgage on your property is in default for the January 01, 2009 payment 
and is now 14 months past due. Ac this writing, the TOTAL AMOUNT 
required to cure your default is$ 32,605.86. To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are 
demanding that you mak€ a payment in "CERTIFIED FUNDS" for the total 
amount due _ 
In addition, please be advised as of the date of this letter, 
$ .00 in late charges have also accrued. 
In the event you do not cure the default in full within THIRTY (30} days 
from the date of this letter (as provided by the terms of the mortgage), 
payment of the current principal balance will be accelerated and 
foreclosure proceedings will be initiated. 
"You are further informed you have the right to reinstate th.is loan after 
acceleration pursuant tor and subject to, the provisions and limitations of 
said Mortgage and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert 
the nonexistence of a default, or any other derense you may have to 
foreclosure and sale-" 
I£ you disagree with the assertion that a default has occurred or the 
calculation of the amount required to cure the default, you may contact us 
at l-80D-330-D423. This is an attempt to collect a debt, any information 
obtained will be used xor that puxpose. 
Sincerely, 
Loan Counseling Center (XC160) 






2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-418-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond w_~ 98073 
Dear customer: 
Loan Nur.iber: 0018154567 
P:rope~y Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
We are pleased to welcome you as a member of the Mortgage Service 
Center_ ~_s you know, the servicing responsibilities of your mor::gage 
was transferred from Chase Home Finance to the Mortgage Service Center 
effective February 5, 2010. 
The Mortgage Service Center is a full service mortgage corporation which 
can fulfill all of your present and future mortgage needs. Please be 
aware that although the servicing of your mortgage loan has transferred 
to the Mortgage Service Center the te:t:tns and conditions of your 
original mortgage contract will not change. 
As a result of this service transfer, your mo:rtgage loan number will 
change to the Mortgage Service Center loan number listed above. To 
further ens'llre prompt service through this transition period, please use 
this new loan number on all mortgage related correspondence or when 
contacting our Member Service Center. 
Shortly you will recieve a new coupon book. Mailing envelopes will 
also be included_ Until you receive your coupon, please mail your 
payments to: Mortgage Service Center P.O. Box 5457, Mt. Laurel, NJ 
08054-5457 
We look 'forward to providing outstanding service to our customers and 
we appreciate any comments or suggestions you may have. If you have ac"y 
questions, please co~tact one of our Member Service Representatives 
at the number listed above Monday through Friday 8:30AM - 8:30PM (EST). 
Sincerely, 
CHRISTINE MARSHALL 
Sales and Acquisitions Department 
Mortgage Service Center 
RESPA/Attachrnent 
SY122 653 
LOJ! in to 11-IortJEae.eOuestions.com - vour .<:ervicinrr website comrPr.tinn.. 
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NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT, SALE OR T~NSFER 
OF SERVICING RIGHTS 
Yau a re hereby notified that the servicing of your mortgage loan, that is, the right to collect payments from you, is being assigned, sold or transferred from your present loan servicer to the new Joan servicer shown 
on the en dosed letter. The effective date of the transfer is s~wn on the enclosed letter. 
p.3 
The trai:isfer of servicing is common in the mortgage lending industry.- This transaction does not affect the 
leg.al terms and mnditions of the mortgage, other than the company to whom you wifl now make your 
payment. 
Except in limited drc1Jmstances, the law requires that your present sei:vlcer s·end you this notice at least 15 days before the €'ffective date of the transfer or at the closing. Your hew servicer must also send you this 
notice no later than 15 days after the effectiVe date or at dosing, 
You should also be aware of the following information, which is set' but in Section 6 of the Real Estate 
Settlement Procedures Act (RESPA) (12 U.S.C. 2605): 
During the 60-day period following the effective date of the transfer of the loan servicing, a loan payment 
recetved by your old servicer before its due date may not be treated by the new servicer as late, and a late fee may not be imposed on you. 
Section 6 of RESPA (12 U.S.C. 2605) gives you certain consumer rights. If you send a "Qualified Written 
RequestN to your loan servicer concernillg the servicing of your loan, your servicer must provide you with a written acknow_ledgment within 20 business days of receipt of your request. A "Qualified Written Request" 
rs written correspondence, other than notice on a payi:nent coupon or qt,~er payment medium supplied by the servicer, which includes your name and account number and your reason for the request. If you want to send a "Qualified Wrrtten Request" regarding the servicing of your loan, it must be sent to Mortgage Service Center P.O. Box 5469. Mt. Laurel, New Jersey 08054. 
No later th.an fiO business days after receiving your request, your ~ervicer must make any appropriate 
corrections to your account, or must provide you with a written clarification regarding any dispute. During 
this 60 business day period, your servicer may not provide information to a consumer reporting agency 
concerning any overdue payment related to sucll period or qualified request. However, this does not 
prevent the servicer from 1nitiati11g Foredosure if proper grounds exist under the mortgage documents. 
A bllSiness day is a day on which the offices of the business entity are open to the public for carrying on 
substantially all of 11:5 business functions. 
Section 6 of RESPA also provides for damages and costs for individuals or dasses of individual in circumstances where servicers are shown to have vrolated the requirements of that section. You should seek legal advice If you believe your rights have been violated. 




20Dl Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
May 25, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
Attorney Name 
Attorney Phone No.: 
Dear Customer; 





Loan Number: 0018154567 
At this time your mortgage account has been re£erred to an attorney to begin 
the forec~osure process. We are sending this letter as an additional 
attempt to assist you while your account is in foreclosure proceedings. 
~hese programs were implemented on behalf of your Mortgage Investor in order 
to provide the proper assistance needed to cure any delinquencies due to any 
unexpected hardships you may have experienced. To review any of these 
programs, please call the Loss Mitigation Department at 1-800-750-2518. 
Again, it is imperative you realize that your account has been sent to an 
attorney. This process cannot and will not be postponed and/or cancelled 
until we have an approval from your Mortgage Investor for an appropriate 
Workout Program. Please 1 call us as soon as possible so that we may assist 
you in saving your home from foreclosure. 
Thank you in advance for your cooperation. 
Sincerely, 
Foreclosure Department 
Mortgage Service Center 
FC01B 5SF 






CLEARWATER COUNTY, OROANO, IOAHO 
6---14-21J10 02:Ml:55 No. of Pages: 2 
Recorded for : CCL T 
CARRIESIRD Fe~-.OD • 
Elt-Officio Recorder Deputy 
lndm: le: ASSIGNllilEN'r, DEED OF TRUST " 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TR.UST . - . DE"® OF ... r 
KNOVT ALL NlEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT FOR VALUE RECEIVED, J .P _ 
Morgan Chase Bank N .A., AS BENEFICIARY, hercinafrer referred to as "Assign.or~, does 
p.5 
hereby, without:recou...-rse, sell, ass::~ endorse and trausfernnto, PHH: Mortgage Corporation all 
of its right, title and :interest in and to the following: 
L That certain Deed of Trost Note in the original amount of$285,000.00 
and all monies and interest due or to become due thereon, which was executed by 
Donna Nickerson,, a m~ed person and Charles R. Nickerson,. a married person, 
an.d made payable to Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation; and 
2_ TI:ra:t certain Deed of Trust, which was executed by Donna Nickerson, a ma:cried 
person and Charles R. Nickerson, a manied person, naming First American. Title as Original 
Trustee, and subsequently to Just Law, Inc.,, as Successor Trustee, with Coldwell Baok 
Mortgage,, a corporation as the Beneficiary, under th.e Deed of.Trust recorded October 4, 
:'.4002 as Instrument No. 190568, in the records of Clearwater ColIDty, Idaho. Tue J;3ene:ficial 
mterest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to J.P. Morgan Chase B a:nk N.A, 
recorded December 20, 2007 as Instrument No. 207590; and 
3. All of that certain real property described in the Deed of Trust 
mentioned above and which is described as follows: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho-
Township 36North,, Range 2 East,, Boise Meridian 





Thls Assignment shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the Assign.or. 





.J.P. Mo:rga.n Chase Bank N.A. 
p.6 
On this -2..th day of June 20 _Jj), before me, the rndersigned, a Notary Public m and 
for the State of Louisiana, personally appeared Kj rs ten Baj 1 ey , known to 
me to be the Vj ce Pres:i.dent of the cm:po:ration that executed tlris instrument or the 
person who executed the :instrument on behalf of said corporation and acknowledged to me that 
such corporation executed the same. 
; 
rn WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and official seal this 9th day of 
June 20 10. 
Loan No. 0018154567 
~d}(1n1vt~n~ 
Notary Public for Oua~hl 
Residing at 780 Kansas Lane, Monroe, LA 
Commission expires: _I-,i_f_e_t~:irn~e ____ _ 
Katrina Marie Johnson #68375 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST AND DEED OF TRUST NOTE 
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39CO \.i'Vi$<0nsin A.venue_ Nw· 
W.,,hington, DC 2C·'.l1&2.892 
Ms. Donna Nickerson 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Ref. 3165 NEFF RD., OROFINO, ID 83544 
Fax# 425-691-7926 and First Class Mail 
Dear Ms. Nickerson, 
May 2, 2013 
Thank you for contacting Fannie Mae. You requested a written response to your letter 
dated 4/18/13: 
Please be advised that Fannie Mae does not own your loan. Our records show that the 
loan was sold to Fannie Mae on 12/27/2002, and Fannie Mae's interest in the 
loan terminated as of 12/3/2009. Your request for copies of your loan file, 
communications and correspondence should be directed to your mortgage servicer, JP 
Morgan Chase. 
If you have further questions, please contact our Resource Center at 1-800-732-6643. 
!Margie 
Business Analyst 
Fannie Mae's Resource Center 
Washington D.C 




JA1"IES KUCHERKA SIGNS FRAUDULENT ASSIGNMENTS 
James Kucherka signs fraudulent assignments as V.P. of 6 different mortgage companies 
within 1 year. Our Assignment of Deed of Trust from Coldwell Banker Mortgage to J.P. 
);[organ Chase Bank is signed by James Kucherka. Below are 13 documents that show 
fraudulent details on documents signed by James Kucherka. Please note dates and 
companies below. James Kucherka switches back and forth from being V.P. of one 
company to V.P. of another company as close as one day apart. Notice also that the 
signature changes and is often not on the line. It appears that the signature was printed, 
and not really even signed. 
According to our research, James Kucherka is a robo-signer therefore any documents he 
has signed should be null and void. See below. 
James Kucherka Assigned Deeds of Trust and Assignment of Mortgages as Vice 
President for the following companies in the documents below: 
ABN Amro l\fortgage Group, Inc., by Citii\'lortgage, Inc. (as successor in interest by 
merger) 
American Home Mortgage Corp., as successor in interest to Columbia National Inc. 
Century 21 Mortgage 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
ERA Mortgage 
National City Bank 
p.9 
1\day 14, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as V.P. of ABN 
Amro 1\fortgage Group, Inc. with Ass1gnors address: 2600 W Big Beaver Rd. Troy, MI, 
48007-3703. Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission 
Expires 08-31-20 IO Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services of Houston, TX Filed with 
the Court 5/29/07. 
See EXHJBIT A 
lvfay 25, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Mortgage as V.P. of ABN Arnro 
Mortgage Group, Inc. with Assignors address: 2600 W Big Beaver Rd. Troy, MI, 
48007-3703. Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission 
Expires 08-31-2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services of Houston, TX. Filed with 
the Court 8/1 Oi07 
See EXHIBIT B 
July 20, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Assignment ofDeed of Trust as V.P. of National 
City Bank with Assignors address: 6750 Miller Rd. Brecksville, OH, 44141. 
Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission Expires 08-31-
20 l O Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services (no address is I1sted for Ste\.vart Lender 
Services on this document). Filed with the Court 7/28/2008 
See EXHIBIT C 
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September 20, 2007 - James Kucherka s.igned Ass.ignment of Mortgage as V.P. of ABN 
Amro Mortgage Group, Inc., by CitiMortgage, Inc. (as successor irr interest by 
merger) with Assignors address: 2600 W Big Beaver Rd. Troy, MI, 48007-3703. 
Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission Expires 08-31-
2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services ofHouston, TX Filed with the Court 
11/23/07 
Note: This document was filed three days before the Oct.23 document below ·where he 
was V:P. of a dfffereni company. 
See EXHJBIT D 
NOTE: October 23, 2007 - November 20, 2007 James Kucherka Assigned Deeds of 
Trust and Assignment of Mortgage as Vice President of ERA Mortgage, Century 21 
Mortgage, Coldwell Banker Mortgage and PHH Mortgage Corporation. During this 
time period all documents below were signed to .J.P. Morgan Chase, NA. 
The addresses listed on documents below for ERA, Century 21, Coldwell Banker and 
PHH are all the same. 
October 23, 2007 -James Kucherka signed Assignment ofDeed of Trust as V.P. ofE.RA 
Mortgage with Assignors address: 3000 Leadenhall Road, Mt. Laurel, NJ, 08054. 
Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission Expires 08-31-
20] 0 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services of Houston, TX. Filed with the Court 
11/26/07 
Note: This document was filed three days qfter the Sept.20 document above i,vhere he was 
VP. of a different company. 
See EXHIBIT E 
October 24, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as V.P. of 
Century 21 Mortgage ,vi.th Assignors address: 3000 Leadenhall Road, Mt. Laurel, NJ, 
08054. 
Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission E:-cpires 08-31-
2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services of Houst-0n, TX. Filed v.,ith the Court 
12/10/07 (for borrower Dean R Barley) 
See EXHIBIT F 
October 24, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as V.P. of 
Century 21 Mortgage with Assignors address: 3000 Leadenhall Road, Mt. Laurel, NJ, 
08054. 
Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission Expires 08-31-
2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services ofHouston, TX Filed with the Court 
12/10/07 
(for borrower Chandra Plogger) 
See EXHIBIT G 
October 24, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as V.P. of 
Century 21 Mortgage with Assignors address: 3000 Leadenhall Road, Mt. Laurel, NJ, 




Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State ofTexas Commission Expires 08-31-
20 l O Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services
0 
of Houston, TX. Filed with the Court 
12/10/07 (for borrower Gary C. Shields) 
See EXHIBIT H 
October 31, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as V.P. of 
Century 21 Mortgage with Assignors address: 3000 Leadenhall Road, Mt. Laurel, NJ, 
08054. 
Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission Expires 08-31-
2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services of Houston, TX. Filed with the Court 
12/17/07 
Note: This document was filed the same day as the Nov. 5 document below where he was 
V.P. of a different company. Also note the Assignee address on this document is missing. 
See EXHIBIT I 
November 20, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as V.P. of 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage with Assignors address: 3000 Leadenhall Road, Mt. Laurel, 
NJ, 08054. 
Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission Expires 08-31-
2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services ofHouston, TX. Filed with the Court 
12/20/07 
Note: This is the Nickerson "Assignment of Deed of Trust" from Coldwell to Chase -
which should reflect a sale or negotiation of the ,Uortgage. The wording o_fthis 
document $hould make it fraudulent in and of itself. See instrument # 207590 
See EXHIBIT J 
November 29, 2007 - James Kucherka signed Ass-ignment of Mortgage as V.P. of ABN 
Amro Mortgage Group, Inc., by CitiMortgage, Inc. (as successor in interest by 
merger) with Assignors address: 2600 W Big Beaver Rd. Troy, MT, 48007-3703. 
-:\fotarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission Exp-ires 08-31-
2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services of Houston, TX Filed with the Court 
12/26/07 
See EXHIBIT K 
April 29, 2008 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as V.P. of 
American Home Mortgage Corp., as successor in interest to Columbia National Inc. 
with Assignors address: 999 NW. Grand Boulevard, Suite 100, Oklahoma City, OK, 
731 t 8 
Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State of Texas Commission Expires 08-31-
2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services ofHouston, TX Filed with the Court 5/9/08 
See EXHIBIT L 
April 30, 2008 - James Kucherka signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as V.P. of 
Century 21 Mortgage with Assignors address: 3000 Leadenhall Road, Mt Laurel, NJ, 
08054. 
James Kuchem.a and Leah Boedeker Fraud 3 
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Notarized by Gayle Craine Notary Public State·ofTexas Commission Expires 08-31-
2010 Prepared By: Stewart Lender Services of Houston, TX. Filed with the Court 5/19/08 
See EXHIBIT M 
LEAH BOEDEKER 
LEAH BOEDEKER SIGNS FRAUDULENT ASSIGNI\'IENTS 
Leah Boedeker signs fraudulent assignments as Assistant V.P. of at least 4 different 
mortgage companies. Leah Boedeker appears to be a co-robo-signer with James 
Kucherk:a. Note again that our Assignment of Deed of Trust, Instrument #207590 (from 
Coldwell to Chase) was signed by V.P. James Kucherka, Assistant V.P. Leah Boedeker, 
and Notarized by Gayle Craine. 
September 20, 2007 - Leah Boedeker signed Assignment oflvlortgage as Assistant V.P. 
of ABN Amro Mortgage Group, Inc., by Citil\'Iortgage, Inc. (as successor in interest 
by merger) 
Note: James Kucherka also signed this document as V.P. 
See EXHIBIT D 
November 20, 2007 - Leah Boedeker signed Assignment of Deed of Trust as Assistant 
V.P. of Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
Note: James Kucherka also signed this document as V.P. 
Note: This is the Nickersons "Assignment of Deal of Trust" - which should reflect a 
sale or negotiation of /1,/ortgage. There was NO QUESTION we were unwilling to sign 
a Deed of Trust The closing agent told us we were ~igning a Mortgage NOT a Deed of 
Trust. This should make this document fraudulent in and of itself. 
See EXHIBIT J 
November 29, 2007 - Leah Boedeker signed Assignment of Mortgage as Assistant V.P. 
of ABN Amro Mortgage Group, Inc., by CitiMortgage, Inc. (as successor in interest 
by merger) 
Note: James Kucherka also signed this document as V.P. 
See EXHIBIT K 
October 2, 2006 ~ Leah Boedeker signed a Satisfaction of Mortgage as Assistant V.P. of 
Deutsche Bank Trust Company Americas 
See EXillBIT N 
Januwy 21, 2008- Leah Boedeker signed Assignment ofMortgage as V.P. of 
Commercial Federal Mortgage Corporation 
Note: Notary signature and seal is missing from this document. 
See EXlIIBIT 0 
James Kucherka and Leah Boedeker Fraud 4 
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DESOTO COONTY, MS 
f,,,1.£. DAUrs, CH CLERK 
ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
Si ATE OF MISSISSIPPI KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
COUNTY OF DE SOTO 
That ABN AMRO MORTGAGE GROUP, INC. ('AssignOJ'}, aeting herein by and through a duly authorized officer, 
!he owner and holder o! one certain promissory oote executed by WILLARD A Hill, 111 AND CHRIST1NA M. 
HILL ('Borrower(s)') secured by a Deed of Trus1 of even date therewith from Borrower{s) for the benefit of the 
holder of the said note, whieh was recorded on the lot(s}. or parcel(s) of land described therein situated in the 
County of De Soio, State cf Mississippi 
Re~l'dlng Ret: Book 2639, Page No. 543 
For and in consideration of tile sum of T et1 and Nof100 dollars ($10. 00), and o1her good valuatite and sufficient 
consideration paid, Uie feceipt of which is hereby :.i<:knowledged, does hereby 1ransfer and assign, set over an(! 
deliver unto COlJ NTRYWIDE BANK, NA (Assignee) all beneficial interest in and lD tiUe to said Deed of Trust, 
rogetller with the note and au ottler lens agai11$l !;aid property securing the payment thereof, and all title held by 
the undersigned in and to said land. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unta said Assignee said above described Deed ol Trust and note, together with all and 
singular !he liens, ngh1S, equities, title and estate in srud real estate ltlerein described securing tile payment 
thereof, or ott\erwisa. 
Executed this the 14ltl day of May A.O. 2007. 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUN1Y OF HARRIS 




On this the 14th day of May A.D. 2001. before me, a Notal)I Public, appeared JAMES KUC'1ERKA t.o me 
personally known, who being by me dul'l' swan. dld sav ttiat (s)he is the VICE PRESIDENT of ABN AMRO 
MORTGAGE C:iROUP, INC., and that said instrument was signed and delivered oo behaff of said corporati01'1 hy 
autnority of its Boa rd af Directors, and said JAMES KUCH ER KA acknowledged said instrument to be the free act 
and deed of said carporat1on. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affi,f my icrJ seal '!1e day anci year first above 
written. Qi Oi_{U/)f...(.. . 
11.ssignee's Address: 
1199 tlorth Fairfax Street 
Alexandria. VA 22314 
--'-'-"--+---='-'-~-------
Assignor's Address: 
2600 WEST BIG BEAVER ROAD 
TROY, Ml480Cl7-3703 
··----····--------
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PREPARED BY: SLS 
RECORDING REQUESTBl BY 
/AFTER RECORDING RETURN TO: 
-1.<,ndarSaNIC<III 
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STAT(: OFIOWA 
COUNTY OF POTTAWATTAMIE 
P0t1I: 0 




KNOW ALI... MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
ThatABN AMRO MORTGAGE GROUP, INC. rA$ignor'}, acting herein by and through a duly authorized officer, the 
owner and h(llder of one certain promissoly note exec:u1ed by BRIAN S. M CCUU..OUGH AND JEANNA C. 
MCCULLOUGH ('Borrower(s)') se<:Ured by a Mortgage iherewith executed by Borrower(s) for the benefit of he holder 
of the said note, which Mortgage was recorded an the lot{s), or parcet(s) of land described therein situated 13fld 
recorded In the County of Pottawatlamie, State of Iowa: 
Rec.ording Raf: Jnstrument/Oocument N:o. 2007 -005158Book 2007, Page No. 005158 
For ahd in consideration of the sum of Ten and No/100 dollars ($10.00}, and other good valuable and sufficient 
consideration paid, Ille @Ceipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does hereby transfer and assign, set over and deHver 
unto COUNTRYWIDE BANK, N.A. (Assignee), alf beneficial Interest in and to title lo said Mortgage, togelher with the 
note and all ol;her liens against said property securing the paymoot thereof, and an title held by the undersigned in and 
to said 1and. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto said Asslgnee said above described Mortgage and note, together with au and singular 
the liens, rights, equines, title and estate in said real estate therein desciibed securing the payment thereof. or 
otherwise. 
Executed this the 25th dai,, of May A.O. 2007. 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 




On tllls Ure 25th da!/ of May A.D. 2007, before me, a Notary Public::, appeared JAMES K.UCHERKA to me 
personally kriown, who being by me duly sworn, did say that (s)he is the VICE PREStDENT of ABN AMRO 
MORTGAGE GROUP, INC., and that said insirument was signed on behalf of said corporatfon by authori1y of its 
Board of Directors, and said JAMES KUClrlERKA acknowledged said instrument IO be the free act and deed of 
said corporation. · 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I f'!ave hereurilo set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and yearfiis1 abol/8 written. 
a"¢ 11mr 
Assignee's Address: 
1199 North Fairfax Street 
Ale>:andria, VA 22314 
GAYLE CRAINE 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
SfAl'E OF TEJCAS 
COLfM. E~IRES oa-31-2orn 
Assignor's ~ddress: 
2600 WEST BIG BEA\IER ROAD 
TROY, Ml 46007-3703 
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ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
a Project twml>e~ 
IJRlbor: -1$11 
o.;ru .. 'F: 111Dlle'TU 
115_:?123 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESI;: PRESENTS: 
That NA. TIONAL CITY BANK, 6750 11.tllt.eR ROAD, BRECKSVILLE, OH 44141 ,{"As.signor'). acting l'ret'ein by and 
tllrough a duly aull'lortied officef, the owner and holder of one cartain promtsso,y note e.xecuted by JAMES L LARSON.J~ i-
('Bom:wer(s)'} secuted by a Oeed l)f Tnist of even date there'flritt'I from BonoMr(:s) to • Yrustee, for the benefit of the 
hotder of !tie said nate, wNch - recorded on the lot(s), or parcel(s) of [and clesmbed therei l'I sitlJattld in tt1e Count,, o1 
Orange, State ol'Nortti Carolna: $-~J•t>7 (,\ 11.:::t • U ~ 6 5'5Z1 
Rl>GOt'dlftgRst. Book~PageNo-~ ',f (l,,i.)i.}j,..MO~ ~- 1....t>Jt511N ~ 
For and in consideralion of lhe sum m Ten aoo Nof100 dollar$ ($10_00), and o1her good veluabl& and sufflcieril 
oonsidera1ion paid, the receipt ofwhicli is he,eby acknowledged. d(l8S hereby transfer arid assign, set over and deliver 
unto COUN"mYWIDE BANK FSB ~ T~ CWf.Altl ~, S ;,,.,; VAi...1..6.y_, CA ~~ 
-----,----------,'---'-(A5signee), all beoe!'icl31 interest in and tolitleto.said Deed of Trust, 
togeltler with tile note and all other ~ens against said property securing !he payment thereof, a"d all title held by the 
Underslgoed fn al'l(I to said land_ 
TO HAVE AND -ro HOLO unfD said Assignee said above described Deed of Trust and note, togelhei-with al and 
singular 1he liens. rights, equities. title and es:aie in $Sid real es!ate therein described securing the payment thereof. or 
ot:h«wiSe. 
Executed this 1he 20th day of July AD. 2007. :TK)(Lu 
·J-AM-,e-sEs->--H-E~R..._KA ______ _ 
THE STA.TE OF TEXAS VICE MESIDl=NT 
COUNTY OF HARRIS 
Ori thii. 1ha 20111 day of Ju~ AD. 2007, befora me, a Notary Public. appeared JAMES KUCHERKA to ma pen.onalty 
known. who being by me duly sworn,, did say that (s)he ls !he VICE PRESIDENT of NATIONAL CITY BANK and that 
said instrument was signer.I on whalf of saida:irparation by authority ot ils Board of Oirec:loffl. and :said JAMES 
KUCHE RKA acknowledged said instrurmmt tote the free act and (!eed of said corporation. 
IN WITNESS WHi;REOF, I tlaiie hereunto s-et my hwld ~ ¢fixed my offi'?J seal I.he ~nd ~ first above written. 
&J~ 
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ASSIGNMENT of MORTGAGE 
STATE OF LUNOIS 
COUHTYOF COOK 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
That ABNAMRO MORTGAGE GROUP, INC., byCitiMortgage. Inc., as suc:cessor in interest by merger 
('As&iQnor}, acting herein by and through a cxey authorized officer, the O'Mlel" and hokier .of cine oenaiP 
promis$0ty note ~uted by OUSAN ARNAUTOVIC AND VELIN1<A ARNAUTCMC, SY BOJAN 
ARNAUTO\ilC, AS THEIR ATTORNEY IN FACT ('8om::i'Nef(s)'J sec:urecl bya Mort;age of evan date therewith 
executed by Borrower(s} for the benefit of the hc:ikfer or the said note, which was reeorded on the lo1(s ). Of' 
,~s) c,t land described lh&fein situated in Die- County or~ Statil,cf Hlinois: 
RtcOl'dl:ng Ref: lnstrument/OoQ!ment No. 0514335154 
Prop,,rty Addntu: 6904 W. GUNNISON 
HARWOOO HEIGHTS ll 607£16 
For and in consideration of the sum of ren and No/100 dobd ($10.00), and other good valuable and 
sufficilmt consideration paid, 1he receipt of which is he,9by admcwledged, does hereby transfer and assign, 
set over and deliver unto LASAI.LE BANK MID\NEST NATIONA1. ASSOOA TION (Assignee) all beneficial 
interest In a11d IO tifle to said Mortgage, togelt,Elf With the note and all other Nens again8t &aid property securing 
the payment thereof, and all tiUe Ndd by 1h& undersigned in and to said la~d. 
SE.E EXHIBIT 'P: 
PUii#: TAX NUMBER: 13--07-321-018-0000 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unb said-Assignee said above descr1t)ed Mortga.ge and note. togefl"lervmh all and 
singular the liens. rights, equ.tties, title and estate in said n,al estate therein described seaJring the payment 
thereof. or otherwise. 
Executed fhis the 20ttl day of September A. D. 2007. 
~6~ 
LEAH BOEDEKER 
ASSISTANT VICE PRESIDENT 
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THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNiY OF HARRIS 
p.17 
On this the 20th <iayof SeptemberA.O, 20Q7, before me, a Notaiy Public, appeared JAMES KUCHERl<A to 
me personally known. wllo bemg by me (JUiy swom, did say tt'lat (s)he 1$ the VICE PRESIDENT of A8H AMRO 
MORTGAGE GROUP, I NC.' b-J CitiMortQege, Jne., as $UCC8SS()r in interest by merger, and 1ilSt smd 
instrument IMils signed on behalf of satcl corpordon by authority of its Board of Dired:ors, aru;1 said JAMES 
KUCHERKA acknowiedged said inStrumant to be the free act and deed of said corporation. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand aoo affixed my officla}r8i the day and year first 
above written. . ~ ~ 
.P.ssignee 's Address: 
136 $. l.aSale Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
Assignor·~ Add~ess, 
2000 WEST BlG 8EAVER ROAD 
TROY, Ml 48007-3700 
e GAYLE CRAINE NOTMl'Y Ptl8UC · 8TATe OP' llXAS COlflt. EmRS 08-31--2010 
. . . 
; I i ! . . . . 
. ·' I ... "' 
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Ta:. ID Nlllllbtf: I 30'3210180000 
EXHIBIT ''A" 
LOT 8 W Bl.OCJC 12 IN W.F. K.1\IStfl ANO CO!o!P1\14Y'S RIOGEl-0:)R !ERMCE, 
EE:!NG A SUBDiVTSTON OF ~E WEST l /2 Of Ta£ SOUTH 1n or TH£ SOUT1l 
1/2 or T!ff. SOUTH~ST 1/4 AND TB;'. S001H in OF THE SOUTii 1/2 OF f:ll::' 
SOUTH 1/'l Of THE SOO!HE'.ASi I /4 ANO TH£ sourmw.sr 1/4 OF SE.CTTON 'J, ~HI~ 40 NORTH, RANGE l3, F.A$t or Tff~ THi~O PR!NC!PAL HERlO!AN IN 
COOF: COU!f!'t :r.LIMOIS. 
I:.ean JD: 02 J 59 90 4J 5, 
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ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 
COUNTY OF DE SOTO 
KNOW All MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
That ERA Mortgage rAssignol'J, acting herelrl by and through a <l<Ay aU1hoozed officer. tbe owner ancl holder of 
one certain promissory note executed by ABlGAIL l VENTRINI ('Borrower(s)'l secured by a Deed of Trust cf 
even ds!e therewith fmrn Sorrower{s] for the benefit of the holder of 1he said note, which: was recorded on the 
lol(s), or pareel(s) of land described !herein situated in the COUnty ofOa Seto, Sfala of Mi8Slsslpi,i: 
Recording Ref: Recorded on Sf13l2003, &ck 1719, Page No. 0682 
For and in consideration of the sum of Ten and NoJ100 dollars ($10.00). and other good veluable and sufflclent 
-consider.alien paid. the recei,>t ofwhk:fl is hereby acknowledged, doe& hereby tr.ana.ler and asslgn, set over and 
deliver unto J.P. MORGAN CHASE BANK, NA (Ass(gnee} all benefk:181 Interest irt and to tiUe lo $Sid Deed of 
T11,.1$1, tcigetherwilh the note and all olher liens agains.l Sllid property securing ttJe payment thereof, and all ttue 
held by the 1,mdersigned in and le sald land. 
TO KAVE AND TO HOLO unto said .Assignee said above described Deed of Trust and note, together with aB and 
singular me liens, rights, equities, blle and estate in said real estate therein described securing Ille payment 
1hereof, or olhelWise. 
~ted this the 23th day or October A.D. 20 ERA Mortgage 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUN1Y OF HARRIS 
By:~i~~JA 
On this t:lie 23th day or October A.O. 2007, before me, a Notary Publio, appeared JAMES KUCHERKA to me 
personally known, who belng b,' me duly swom, did say that (s)he is the VICE PRESIDENT of ERA Mortgage, 
and that said instrument was signed and delivered on behalf of said corporalloo by authority of its Soard of 
Directors, and said JAMES KUCHERKA acknowledged said inslrumant to be Iha free aet and deed of said 
corporallon. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hav.e hereunto set my !'land and affiYfj ;;/ttncij'} seal ft1e day and year find aoo11e 
written. e:/.i · C1./iJ/J(l 
Assigne,a's Address: 
19+ Wood Avenue South 
lseliil ~ 08830 
Assignor•s Add.re$s: 
3000 Leadenhall Road 
Mt. Laurel, NJ 080S4, Mail Stop LGL 
Att&ntion: GBll'l!llal Comsel 
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ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
ST ATE OF MISSISSIPPI KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
COIJNTY OF DE SOTO 
That CENTURY 21 MORTGAGE ("Assignor'), acting herein by and through a duly aulhoozed officer, !he owner 
anci holder ot' one certain promissory nolE exea.ited by OEAN R BARLEY rSorrower(sJ') secured. by a Detld of 
Trust of-even dale therewith from Borrower(sJ for the benefit of the ho!der of the said nots, which was recorded 
on tlie kd(s), or paroel(s) of land described tllerein situated in the County of Oe Soto, State of Mississippi: 
Raecn:llng Ref: Recorded on 101221200. Book 2091, Page No_ 0683 
For and in consideration of the StJm of Tlll'l and Not! 00 dollars ($10.00), and other good valuable and sufficient 
consideration pa]d. th& raceipt of which ls hereby acknowledged, does heraby transfer and assign. set over and 
~liver unto J.P. MORGAN CHASE SANK, NA (Assignee) a1, beneficial interes! in and to titfe to said Deed of 
Trust, togelher with 1he note and all other liens against said property securing the payment thereof. and all title 
held by the urn:l9f'Sjg ned in and to said land. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto said Assignee said above described Deed of Trust and note, tcgett1er with all and 
singular the liens, rights, equities, liire BTid estate in said real estate therein deserlbed securing the payment 
ther,eof, or otherwise_ 
Executed 1his Ille 24th day of October A.D. 20 CENlURY 21 MORTGAGE = 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF HARRIS 
B~ ~kl JAME 
VICE:::ENT 
On lllis the241h day of October A.O. 2007, before me, a Nclary Public, appearadJAMES KUCHERKA to me 
personally known, 'MIO being by me duly sworn. did say that {s)he is the VICE PRESIDENT of CENTURY 21 
~TGAGE. and that S8XI instrument was signed and delivered on behalf of said corpora~on by authority of ii$ 
Board of Directors, and said JAMES KUCHERAA acknowledged said Instrument to tie 111e free act and deed of 
said corporafilm_ 
lN WITNESS WHEREOF. I have hereu:ntc set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and 11ear first aboWt 
written. /!iaJ do~ 
Assignee's Address: 
194 Wood ,t,.11enue South 
lselin NJ 08830 
Assignor's Address: 
3000 ls&denhall Road 
Mt. Laurel. NJ 08054. Man Stop LGL 
Attentjon: General Ccunset 
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ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
r~.E, O®IS, CH CLER!:: 
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI KNOW ALL
 MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
COUNTY OF CE $OTO 
Thal CENTURY 21 MORTGAGE ('Assignot'>. actirig herein by and through a dl.J\y au
lhon:zed officer, lhe owner 
imd hOkler of one certain prcmissoly ncteexECU!ed by CHANDRA Pt.OGG ER
 rsorrower(s)') secured by a Deed 
at Trust of e.,.en date ~ith from Borrcwer(s) for the benefit of 1he holder of tne said note. which was recorded 
on the lot(s), or parcel(s) of land described therein situaled in the County of De Soto, Stat
e of Missist;ippi: 
Recon:llng Ref: Recorded on 7/3012004, Book 2040, Page No. 62 
For and in consideiatlon of the sum of Ten and No/100 dollars ($10.00), :and other good
 valuable and sufficient 
consideration paid. the receipt ofwhi,::h is hereby acknowledged, does hereby tra:n.sf
er and assign, set over and 
deliver 1.1nlo J.P. MORGAN CHASE BANK. NA (Assignee) all b&nefieial int8fest In 
and to title lo said Deed of 
Trui.t togett,erwlth the note and all other liens agains1 said property securing the paymen
t thereof. a 11d all 1l1le 
held b)' the undeisigned in arid to ll8id land. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto said Assignee said above described Deed of Trust an
d note, togetherwitn all a:nd 
singular the liens. rignts, eciumes., title and eslate in safd real estate therein described securlng lhe pa
yment 
thereof, or otherwise. 
Executed t11is Ille 24th day of October AD. 20 CENTURY 21 MORTGAGE 
r,7 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF HARRIS 
By: ~Ut: JAME 
VICE~NT 
On lhis the 24th da'.JI of October A.D. 2007, before me. a Notary Public, appeared JAMES KUCHER
KA to me 
pereonally known. 'Who being by me duly SW<Jm. did SZj1tlat (s)he isihe VICE !'RESIDENT of CENTIJR
Y 21 
MORiGAGE., and that said ins1n.lment was signed and delivered on beralf of said corpor
ation by authomy of its 
Board of Directors. and said JAMES KUCHERKA acknowledged said instrum
ent to be tt,e free act euw deed of 
said corporatilln. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunK> ,set my hand and affixed my offlciai seal the da
y anc:I year first above 
written. /l /) /) . h (ll{J'il u UM,(£ 
~ssigne-e's Adcl:r:ess: 
, 94 Wood A\lellue SoUll1 
hieiln NJ oaaso 
1Lss1c;nor•s Address; 
3000 Lea.denhall Road 
ML Lau~. NJ 08054, Mall Stop LGL 
Attention: General Counsel 
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ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI KNOW
 ALL Ml:N BY THESE PRESENTS: 
COUNTY' OF DE SOTO 
Toal CENTURY 21 MORTGAGE ('Assignor), acting hereln b,' and throu
gh a duly authorized officer. the owner 
and hok:ler of one cert.I in promissory note executed by GARY c SHIELDS ('B-O
irower(s)'} secured by a Deed of 
Trust of even date therewi'lh from Borrower{s) fur the benefit of the holder of th
e sad no.le, whid1 was recorded 
on the lot{s). or parcel(s) of land described therein situated in the Coumy of Oe Soto
, state of Mississippi: 
Recordlr,g Ref: Recorded on 4/29/2004, Sook: 1976, Page No. 344 
Forand in consideration al the sum of Ten and lllo/100 dOllais ($10.00), a
nd other gco::I valuable and sufficleill 
ccnsideration paid, the recei)t of which iS hereby ackncwiedged, does hereby 
transfer and El$Slgn, sat over and 
delM!lr unto J.P. MORGAN CHASE BANK. NA (Assignee) aQ beneficial In
terest in and ID title tc said DNd of 
Trus!, together with the note and all other ~ens against said property 58CUr
ing tile payment thereof, and att title 
held by tile undersignoo in and w said land. 
TO HA VE AND TO HOLD unto said Assignee said above described
 Deed of Trust and note, together With all and 
smg1.ilar the liens, rlghh, equities, title and esta-re in said real El$1.ate therein d
escrilled securing the payment 
thereof. or otherwise. 
E,recuted this the 24th day of Octcber A.O. 20 ,, ... 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUIYTY OF HARRIS 
CENTURY 21 MORTGAGE 
S,JAMES~v 
VICEP::T 
On tills the 24111 clay of Oetober A.D. 2007, before me. a Notary PubSic:, app
eared JAMES KUCHERKA to me 
personally known, who being by me duly SW(Jm, did say 1hat {s)he is 1he VICE
 PRESIDENT of CENTURY 2"\ 
MORTGAGE, .in<l that $3ld Instrument was signed and delivered on b
ehalf of said corporation by authorny of i!s 
Board of Dire>®rs, and said JAMES KUCHERKA acknowledged said inst
rument to be the free act and deed of 
said corporation. 
IN WlTNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and af/i,c?'j1 my offi:seal the day and year first above 
wrR1en. 6iaJ< {l fJ/fH!. 
Assignee's Addres~, 
194 Wood. Aoenue South 
Jselin NJ 08830 
Assig:,.orrs A.ddreBs: 
3000 Lea<lerthall Road 
Ml. laurel, NJ 08054. Mail Slop LGL 
Attention; General Ccunl!81 




ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
STA.TE OF NORTHCAROUNA 
COUNTY OF ORANGE 
Thai CENTURY 21 MORTGAGE. 3000 Lea<!enhal Road 
Pool: 1191103 Pn,je<:t Numb<,r. 
loan NU!ld>er. ~71!.i:t 
otl'le<' t.oan • : 19151113-let 
23Z1007001 
KNOW AL.L MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
Ml laurel. NJ 08054, Mail Stop LGL, Attention: General Counsel .('Assignor), acUng ilereln by and through a t11.11y 
authotu:ed officer, I.he owner and holder of ooe certain prornissoiy note exewt.Ed by PAUL FRANKSON AND 
JACQUELINE. MOHAN CBoo'ow8f(s)'} secwed by a Deed of Trust of even da1e therewith from Borrower(s) to , TrustE-e, 
for the benefit of 1he holder of ltie said note, which was recorded on Ille lot(s), or pan:el(s} of land described therein 
situated in ttte County ofOrallge, State of North Carolina: 
~"51 Ref; Recorded on 91812003, Instrument/Document No. 2473190Book 3187, Page No. 533 
For amS in CQl1Sidara1ion of I.he sum of T-en and No/100 dollars ($10.00), alld ottter good wa11.1able and s.ul'ficient 
con'8ideralion paid, tne receipt ohmlch Is h~by acknowledged, does hEreti;, transfenlnd assign, set over al'ld deliver 
wnto J.P. MORGAN CHASE BANK, NA (Assignee}, ii!ll i;l,enefieial Interest in and ltl title 1o ,s.oo Deed of Trust, together 
with-1he note and a~ other liens .against said pn,perty sec~ ring the pa~ 1he,eof, and au 1it1e held by the undersigned 
in and to sald lartd. 
TO HAVE AMJ TO HOLD unto sakl, AsllignE!lil ~id aDOVe descflbed Deed of Tru&1 and note, together with :ii.~ an
d 
!Sil'\gtllar ttle liens, righrs, equities. tille and estate in sald real estate tll81"8in described securing !he payment 
thereof, o, 
olherwi$e. 
Bcec:uled lhis 1be 31st day of 
Ociober A.O. 2{J{l7 _ 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 




On ttiis th& 31st clay of October A.O. 2007, before me, a Notary Public, appeared JAMES KUCHERl<A to me 
personally known. who beiog by me duly swom. did say that (s)he is lhe VICE PRESIOENT of CENTURY 21 
MORTGAGE, and that said Instrument was signed on bellal'f of said corporalkin by aulhority of its Board of Dlrec!Prs, 
anei sald JAMES KUCHERKA acl<ntlW\edged said instrumentto be the free act and i:klecl Of said corporation. 
lN WITNESS WHEREOF. I have hereunto :.et my hand and affixed my official seal the '7'f'I and year 1irst abOll(l written. 
G~.,.\.l?. csP.\~e. rJ;p/t cia;;s:: 
t'<rrl'-Wf ?~ 
• S1'"'fE of -3'·2010 .. , .. ..._. =• co-. eu-11\fS ~ 
p.23 




. -- ------ASSIGNMENl:of nEED OF TRUST 
STATEOrmAHO KNOW ;W. Mi;N '£/YTHESE FREBEN1'S: 
CO\INTi DJt Ct.E!ARW,\'lm 
lhat C'uldwED BenkerMortgeget~. dng herein bya111nunug1111 dtll';autt.,rimd o!!rcet lli&CWIW Bild 
l\tlkler al' one C1!llaln promis&Or, fmi em:uled by IJQNNA NIC1U:RSOIIIANt> CHAALES R NICl<&RsON 
~)')seemll by .a Deed afTMt afeven -Uterewlth from BIJ1MW!!f{s)fof'lhe booetitafthe holdercl 
t!leseicl IIQ!e, whlcll waslOCOrdDci CII lhitrct(s], arparei,1($:)Gf lartdlleailled 1h&ttlln all,Jatad In tlt&CDl.llf¥cf 
ctsal'l¥a&ff. Sls1eaf ldBbo: ~.Rm Recarde!!Ct'l1G'4'2002, lnB~t.lo.1!!116&'8 
FarMd Jn COl\lidelBtidn Df'lhlJ BUffl cf Tffl emf Nancm dollarG (111.l.OD}, andalher 9Dod va!llaNe BlllJ.suflldant 
-C11l!Jkl'lir.llfon jJaid. ttMI mceiptof,irt,te/1 h, hereby~. &es her!Jby transl'erandal!3!gn.attWetartd 
ifeliW!f'U11ta.l.P.MORGANCHASE&AM<,NA.(Assf9118E1)&1lbensllclallnlere$tllumt11DlltblosaldDeedof 
Ti\lGt, roawierwi!h lbe nara SftCI all C!f1erfreM qalnst:$!111 prapertJeecinlrittne payrqimtlll!IIWIGf, UNI allttlle 
l1eld byth1Hmlfemgll!!dli\ «111 m said land. 
TO HAVE AND TO ftOLO unlosald ~ said atme i:!8llCfilled Di!sd cf'nust and nd&, ~W1lh1t;1l and 
Gingularlltet lleM. l'i9hls. equilies, ille8JlCJ~ins.ld lltalci111mtllarelndmatb\:d n:urln!r!ne pim11e111 
ltlereOf', 17t"dtleNl1alll. 
~ lllis1hl!i 20th dBi' DJ NOllelllberA.D. 
2007_ 
THE STATE. OFTEXAS 
CoumYClF KAARIS 
Clttlll$11!1.'20lll day CflfoWmber A.D.2G!J7, l:IEiromfflll, 41 N!llmy P~e,append JAMES IWCHERKA It) me 
p!m!riafly li'nl:lwn, 1111110 llemJ !ly me duly IIVIOM, did say11u!t (&)he &:'Iha VIC:E PRESID!:NT al COkN,leD 8an1Cer 
Mcrtgage, 8l'ld lhalsald 1ru11111men1 wes signad Ol'I taehalf' Qt r;md carpolatifln ~ auDx1111V at III scan:1 cf DiJ'ecl.'Dts. 




ldn N,l 0!830 
GA.YI..E<:RAINE 
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STATE 0-F ILLINOIS 
COUNTY OF COOK 
ASSIGNMENT of MORTGAGE 
KNOW All M:l:N BY THESE PRESENTS: 
That ABM AMRO MORTGAGE GROUP, INC., by CitiMortgage, lo
o .• as successor 1'11 interest by merger 
('Assignor'}, aciing herein by and through a duly authofiz.ed officer
, I.tie owner and hc'der of one certain 
promis:Sory note exec:IJl:ed by KA 11-1 LEEN M. SEABOLD ('Borrowe
r(s)') secured by a Mortgage of evan date 
therewHh executed by Borrower(s) for the ber&efit of the bolder o
f 1he .said note, \Which was recorded on the 
lot:(s), or ~s) of land desaibecl therein sHuated in the Coo
nty of Cook, Stak% of lllmois: 
Re-cording Ref: lnstrument/OootJment No. 0520914266 
Property Addr.8ss: 520 N. HAlSTED ST., #613 
CHICAGO tL 60022 
For and in consideration of the sum of Ten and No/100 dol!ars
 ($10.00}, and other good Yalt1able and 
sufficient oonslderation paid, the recelp-t of which is hereby aek-nov.iedge
(i, does hereby transfer and assfgri. 
set owrand deliver unto LASALLE B.l\NKMIDWEST NATION
AL ASSOCIATION (Assignee) ailberleficial 
interest in am:I to title to said Mortgage:, together with the note and &II othe
r Uens against $aid property secunng 
the payment then!!ot, and aa title held by tt1e under.signed in and to said land. 
SSE EXHIBIT 'A' 
PIN#: 17-0S-245-016-1158 
TO HAVE ANO TO HOt..D unto said Assignee said above des
cribed Mortgage and note. together with all and 
shigular the liens, rights, equltles, title and estate in said real e
state therem desaibed securing the payment 
thereof, -or otherwise. 









THE STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY Of HARRIS 
0736015117 Page: 2 of 3 
p.26 
On this tile 29th day of November A.O. 2007, beforE! me, a Notary Public, appeared JAM'ES KUCHERKA to 
me personally known, who being by me duly sworn, did ~ that (s)ne Is the VICE PRESIDENT of ABN A.MRO 
MORTGAGE GROUP, INC., by CitiMortgege. Inc., as sueoessor in interest by merger, and that $aid 
ft'ls!rument W8$ signed on behalf of sak! oorporatlon by authority of its Board of O!feetofs, and said JAMES 
KUCHERKA aekr!OWledged said lnstr"Jment to be the free act and deed of said corporation. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and a~;Jmy fficial ,s~ the day and "ye-ar first 
above written. a ,c::--
· ~ 
Assignee's Address: 
135 S. LaSalle Stree1 
Ct.lc:;ago, Hllnd5 60603 
GAYLE CRAlNE 
Assignoc's Address: 
2600WESTB1G 8EAVE'R ROAD 
TROY, Ml 48007-3703 
-------~·~-----~~·~-~~-
1131
JOB # 4052007004 
LOAN#0649746427 
0736015117 Page: 3 of3 
EXHIBIT ""A'' 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION RIDER 
UNIT NWafR: 6-U AJtllO P-5"' IM THE IIO.VTREVELl! CONOOIUNHJII, AS DEUNEAT"ED 08 A 
SIJR'JEY Of THE FOLLOWING ~ESCKIBEO 1'RACf DF LANO:. 
p.27 
C£RTJilN LOTS~ PARTS or·tots »lJ VACIITEO AWYS AOJOIHING ,,. ttOCK 17 fN . 
OCDEN' S ADDITl(W TO CKICl.00, .AJW CERTA.lft LOTS IN THE RES~IVI >IOH Of 113E .$-MH 
112 OF LOT ) JHD SUBLOT 1 IN CiR.CUIT ~T ?AATtTUl'N OF LOTS .c., 5 JJil) 8. TOGrntfl 
Willi THE VACATE£> ALLEYS WOlllU1'lG, ALL JN 9LI:lCX 17 Ht OGDEJt·s Al)DlTIOl'J TO 
CHICAGO, A PART OF 'THE. IIORTHWT 1/,1 OF stCTIOtl S, TDINSMII" a9 NORnt. RANG£ 14 
EAST 0, THE THIRD !:l.lURCIPAL mnHAN, 
WlHCH SURVEY ~s i\TTACt!ED I,$ EXJUBST ·tr TO THE OEClAAATIOl'I l)F CDNOOMINIUI 
RECOROtO AS DCQJliUT rMllER 0324110024, AS AllfllDE.D FRO• TIE Tel T IIE; TOGETHER 
lHlH ns UIIDI\IJOEO P£.RCEH7'AGE un~ 1N 111!: COIAIOH. ELEM.Elr1'$ tN COOK COUNTY 
ILLINOIS. 
PERMAN£Jrr I ,WEX NUllllE.R (S): U( 
1'-0$-.~·S-015-1069 (A.FfECTS UNIT &ll); P- b? 
11-DB-2 .. s..01s-t143 cm~,s wnr ~: 
l1-08-245o·01S·11~5 (AFFECTS PART OF -mE ~tt Et..ENENTS) 
t1 -OO-:U.S-015-1207 (Afff:CTS P'AA:l OF THE COMlllK £ LEll&:NTS) 
ProptrtyAddress,20 t'i. HALST£u STR££'T, 1613, CiUCACO-, IL ti0622 
T.al!. IDIPlN Number:, __________ ......_ ___ ~----------
1132
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SLS#: 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST 
STATE OF North Caro11na 
COUNTY OF Randolph 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
That; American Home Mortgage Corp., as successor in interest to COLUMBIA NATIONAL I
NCORPORATED 
(ASSIGNOR), acting herem by and through a duly authorized officer, the owner and hokier of one cert
ain 
promissory note executed by JERRY W. INGRAM {BormWer{s}) secured by a DEED OF T
RUST of even date 
therewith from 13orrower(s} for lhe benefit of the holder of the said note, which was recorde
d on the lot(s), or 
parcel{s) of land descnbed therein situated in the County of Randolph, State of North Carolina: 
Recon:llng Ref: Boole 1784, Page No. 14330ate of Mortgage 09/27/2002 
F,or and in consideration of the sum of Ten and No/100 dollars ($10.00), and other good valuab
le and 
sufficient consideration pald. the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does hereby trans
fer and assign, 
set over and deliver unto Midfirst Bank, a federally chartered Savings Association ('ASSIGN
EE'} all beneficial 
interest In and to title to said DEED OF TRUST, together-with the note and all other liens against said pro
perty 
securing the payment 1hereof, and all title tiek:I by the undersigned in and to said land: 
TO HAVE ANO TO HOLD u.-.to sald ('ASSIGNEE') said above described DEED OF TRUS
T and note, 
together with all and singula,r the lfens, rights, equffies. title and estate in said real estate therein desc
ribed 
securing the payment thereof, or otherwise. 
Executed this the 29th day of April, 2008. 
THE STATE OF Texas 
COUNTY OF Hanis 
American Home Mortgage Corp., as 




On this the 29th day of April, 2008, before me, Gayle Craine, a Notary Public, appeared
 James Kl.lcherka to 
me personally known. who being by me duly $WOITI, did say that (s}he is !:he V,c;e Pr,esident
 of Americ:an 
Home Mortgage Corp., as successor in interest to COLUMBIA NATIONAL INCORPORATED, and that saict 
instrument was signed on behalf of said corporation by authority of its Board of Directo"" and said 
Jam86 
Kucherk:a acknowledged said instrument ta be the free act and deed of said coaporation. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set mv hand and affixed mv official seal the day and year first -~-- e GAYLE CRAINE (J,:-! ~ 
AssTgnee's Address: 
4650 Regent Boulevard, SUite 100 
Irving, TX 75083 
lllllll1111 IIIIII II I II lllll llll!IIII 
NOTARY PUBLIC ~ 
STATE OF TEXAS Gayle Craine 
COMM. EXPIRES 08-31-2010 ASsignor's Address: 
999 NW Grand Boulevard, Suite 100 
Oklahoma City, OK 73118 
p.28 
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ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST 
STATE OF Mississippi 
COUNTY OF o. Soto KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
ThetCENTURY21 MORTGF,.GE {ASSlGNOR). acting herein by snd through a duly authori%ed officer, 
the owner and hal!:fer ofone cedaln prornl9SOI)' nola executed by RAYE TAYLOR AND ONEIL F 
TAYLOR (Bommer(s}) S8t:Ul1!d bya DEED OF TRUST of e11e11 datB therellrith from Borrower(s) lortt,e 
benefil:<lfthe hokier of the said note. IMlich was recorded on 1he klt(s}, er parcel(s) of land described 
therein situat-ed Jn 1he councy or De Soto, Sista of Mississippi: 
RBCX1rding Ref: Recorded on 0912112001 Sook 13S3. Fage No.. 03650ate of Mortgage 
09!17/2001 
For ami in consideration of the SI.Jffl cf Ten and NQ/100 dcllars {$1 D.00). and olher good valuable aru:i 
sufficient eonslderal:lori paid, 1he receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, ddeS hereby transfer and 
asslgn, set over and deliver unto J.P. MORGAN CHASE BANK, NA ('ASSIGNEE') all beneficial Interest 
in and to tiHe to said DEED OF TRUST, together With the note and all other liens against said propert,, 
securing the payment !hereof, and all title held by lhe undersigned in anc/ to Bald tand: 
TO HAVE ANO TO HOUJ unto :iiaid rASSlGNEE'} said amve described DEED OF TRUST and note, 
tcgelher vi.,tti au and sing1J(ar tffl! liens, rights, equities. titte and estate in said rnat estate ttlereln 
described securing lhe payment thered', or othel'Wise. 
Executed tt,ls lhB 301h day of April, 2008. CENTURY 21 MORTGAGE 
THE STATE OF Texas 
COUNTY OF Hanis 
Vice President 
On this the 301h day of April, 2008. before me, Gayle- Craine. a Notary Pubic. appeared James 
Kudlerka to me personally known, who being ~ me clU(y sworn, did say that (is}he i$ ltle Vice 
President of CENTURY 21 MORTGAGE . and that said insfrumenl was signed on behalf of said 
C()rpQ~ by authority of l1s Boera of Directors, and said JamBS Kucherka acknowledged said 
instrument to be the tree act and deed m said corporattcn. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official sea.I tne day al\d year 
first at:iove written. 
e GAYl.E ·CRAINE NOTARY PIJ1'U.IC STATE OF TEXAS CQWl. ml!IEB QS-11"201~ 
Assignee's Address: 
194 Wood Avenue South 




Mail sto!) LGL 
Attention: General Counsel 
3000 Leadenhall Roed 
Ml. Laur-el, NJ 08054 
p.29 
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SATISFACTION OF MORTGAGE 
After re=:d'ing ,nail 00: 
-SMf!Attn. Leah B,:,c,dd=JMS REC-38 B 
P.O. 
8 "" 3636~ RETURN EN1=toPE 
HO'llSb:Jn, Taasi7l36 •" 
Tel. (1,00) 7g5--51o3 
This lruattument was drai:led by: 
Ste<rart MongLge Iofurmation Co 
L.cah Bccdekc 
9700 BissOllllet St., Suite I SOO 
Houston. T=s77036 
11194959 
St11te oflowa ID: 731 lnclox: 
County of Pottawattamie Jobi/: 168_2400 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that Deutscl1eeBank: Trust Company Americas formerly 
known as Banker'!> Trust Company, a,i Trustee awl.Custodian by: Saxon Mortgage Services. Inc.
 flk!a 
M<.mtech Mortgage &:trices, Inc. as ifs attorney-in-fact. holder af a ceIIBUJ mortgage. wb= parties. d
ates 
and recording information are below, docs hereby i>eknowledg,c: that it has r=ivoo full payment nnd 
satc<faciiouof.J;be same, and in consideration thereof, does hereby cancel and discharge said mo
rtgage. 
Original Mortg:a;.,.., WJLLIAM DROSS AND Mf.LANIE A ROSS 
:Book: io-5 
Pa~e: B6239 ll'IST# 61st; 
11tis satisfitction is exempt from the Iowa transfer l:a:J( under IOWA CODE ANN. section 428.A.
2, which 
exempts any instrnment of mortgage or release oi:- satisfaction of mortgage. 
IN WITNESS WHBREOF, Deutsche Barile T.nm Company A.medcas formerly known as Bnnka's
.T1'1l51. 
Company, as Trustee: ar.d Custodian by: SllXOO Mortgage Services, Inc. f/Wa Meritech Mortgage Service
s, 
Inc. as its attorney-in-fact, has caused these presents to be executed in its corporate name by its authorize
d 
officers this 2nd day of October 2006 A..D. 
Deutsche Bank Trust Company kn.meas formeTly bl.Own as Banker's T~ Company, as Tru.stee and 




Title: ASSISTANT VICE PRESIDENT 
STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF BARRIS 
On this the 2nd day of October 2006 AD., before me, a Notary .Public, appeared LEAH BOEDEKER to
 
me personally known. who being byme duly sworn, did say 1ha1 (i.)he is the ASSlST ANT VICE 
PRESIDENT oIDc:u.tscbeBank Trost Company Americas formerly known as Banker's Trust Compooy,
 
il6 T~ l\Ild Custodian by: &ix.on Mortgage Services, Inc. flk/a Mcritcch Mortgage Services. Inc. as its 
attamey-in-fuct, and that said instrument was signed an behalf or said corporation 1:,y aolhoriEy of its 
Board ofDirecto:m, and .:;,rid LEAH J30EDEKER acknowledged said instrument to be !he free a
ct and 
deed of said corporation. 





re BRIDGET' L. ADAMS ~ 
• ' HOTAR'I' Pl18LIC 
ffAlJ; t:lF 'l'EXA.11 
j COMAi. Di'Jf!E& Cll-3!!oc-, 









R Fee 5.ro 
AFae_ 
TTax:_ 
ASSIGNMENT of MORTGAGE 
PREPARED BY: SMI 
RECORDING REQUESTED 13Y 
lAfIER RECORDING RElURN TO: 
Pool: O lnveswr Number. 1676419261 
lJ>an Nnlnber.: 1.433171l1 
VVF'HM Number. :ZS1tl5,mlS 
-STAIE OF JOUVA 
COUNTY OFPOITAWATT.AMIE 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
That COMMERCIAL FEDERAL MORTGAGE CORPORATION ('Assignor'). actlng ~erein by and through a duly. 
authorized officer. the owner and holder of one certain promfssory note executed by ALLISON L SWANGER 
('Borrov.er(s)!J secured ~ a Mortsage ther.ewilh exec:;Uted by scrr<iwer(s> for the benefit cf'!he holder of !he said note, 
whicfl Mortgage was reoorded on the lot(sl, or parcel(s) cf tallCI described therein siiuated and 1'8corcled in the County 
of Pottawattamie, State of Iowa: 
Recording Ref: lnstrume11t/Document No. 9800-170418ook S9, Page No. 47558 
For and In consideration of the sum of Ten and Nof100 dollars ($10.00), and other good valuable and sufficient 
consideration paid, the receipt of which is hereby 13ClmcwJedgetl.. does hereby transfer and assign, set over and deUver 
unto WELLS FARGO BANK. NA (Assignee), an beneficial interest In and tD lille to sakl Mortgage, 1ogefher with the 
note and au other nens against said property securing the payment thereof, and au title held by the undersigned In and 
lo said land. 
TO HAVE AND To·ttOLD unto sai[! ~nee sald abO\le described Mortgage and note, tcgetherwittl all and singular 
the liens, rignts, equities, t.ilfe and .estate in said rear ~state therein descrit,ed securing the payment thereof, or 
otherwise. 
Ex€Culed this the 21st day of Januaiy A.O. 
2008. 
THE ST.ATEUF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF HARRIS 




On this the 21 sl day of January A.D. 2008, before me, a Nolary Public, appeared LEAH BOEDEKER to me 
personally known, who being by me duly sworn, did sa11 lhat {s)he is the VICE PRESIDENT of COMMERCIAL 
FEDERAL MORTGAGE CORPORATION, and that said lm:lrument was signed on betralf of said coiporation by 
authority of i1s Beard ofDireciors, and said LE:AH BOEDEKER acknowledged ~id instrument to be the free act 
amt deed cf said corporation. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I haw hereunto set my hand and affu.:ed my official seal the day and year iirst above written. 
Assignee's i',ddress: 
1 HOM'E CAMPUS 
DES MOINES. fA 5D:32B 
Assignor's Address: 
450REGENCYPKWY-2E 























ROBO - SIGNERS 
ESSEX SOUTHERN DISTRICT REGISTRY OF DE.t.ms 
ASSIGNMENTS OF MORTGAGE RECORDED IN 2010 
To and From'. Bank of Aincricn, JPMmgan Chase Bank & Wdb Fargo Bank 
Signing For/As . Who 1'heyActulll(v Work For County 
·-
V.P. of BOA Erle, NY 
V.P. of JPMorgan Chase Bank Franklin, OH 
MERS/JPMorgan/W.ishington Mutual Also a Notary Duval, FL 
MERS/ DOCX Lender Processing Services Dakota, MN 
V. P. of M ERS/ DOCX Lender Processing Services Dakota, MN 
JPMorgan Atty in Fact/Washington Duval, FL 
Mutual/FDIC/Foreclosure Officer 
Ex. V.P. of Resldenttal Loan Servicing Ocwen loan Servicing Palm Beach, FL 
Duval, FL 
V.P. Ouachita, LA 
BOA/NattonsBanc/Keycorp./Fleet/Shawmut 
Asst V.P. Wells Fargo Attny In Fact for Duval, FL 
FDIC/Washington Mutual 
V.P. of Argent Mortgage Company, LLC BAC Tarrant, TX 
V.P. of MERS CitlBank Lincoln, Missouri 























Affidavit of Marie McDonnell 
Now comes the Affiant, Marie McDonnell, a natural born citizen of the United States of America 
and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and declares as follows, under penalty of perjw-y: 
I, Marie McDonnell, am a Mortgage Fraud and Forensic Ana{vst and a credentialed 
Certified Fraud Examiner. I am the founder and managjng member ofTruth In Lend1ng Audit & 
Recovery Services, LLC of Orleans, Massachusetts and have twenty-four years' experience in 
transactional analysis, mortgage auditing, and mortgage fraud investigation. I am also the President 
of McDonnell Property Analytics, Inc., a litigation support and research furn that provides 
mortgage-backed securities research services and foreclosure forensics to attorneys 
nationwide. McDonnell Property Analytics also advises and performs services for county registers 
of deeds, attorneys general, courts and other governmental agencies. 
I am over the age of majority and am of sound mind and competentto testify to the facts set 
forth herein if called upon to do so. 
John O'Brien, Register of the Essex: Southern District Registry of Deeds, commissioned 
McDonnell Property Analytics, Inc. to conduct an audit to test the integrity of his registry due to his 
concern that Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc. ("MERS'') boasts that its members can 
avoid recordillg assignments of mortgage if they register their mortgages in the MERS System; and 
due to foe robe-signing scandal featured in a 60 Minutes expose on the subject 
I accepted this assignment on a pro bono basis because of its high and urgent value to the 
public trust, and to educate the 50 Attorneys General who are brokering a settlement with the subject 
banks in an attempt to resolve fraudulent foreclosure practices. I also wanted to prove the concept 
that registries of deeds across all counties and jurisdictions in the United States need to have their 
registries audited in kind. Finally, I wanted to give consumers some guidelines as to how they can 
research the public records to detect invalid documents and gaps in the chain of title that need to be 
addressed. 
I defined the scope of the examination by selecting all assignments of mortgage that were 
recorded during the year 2010 to and from three of the nation's largest banks: JPMorgan Chase 
Bank, N.A., Wells Fargo Bank. N.A., and Bank of America, N.A, The sample was not random or 
arbitrary; we included every assignment that appeared in the Grantor / Grantee index using the 
registry's online search engine. The study included 147 assignments involving JPMorgan Chase; 
278 assignments involving Wells Fargo Bank; and I40 assignments involving Bank of America. 
Before examining the documents, I enlisted the help of Attorney Jamie Ranney of Nantucket, 
.\fossachusetts to establish definitions oftenns based on Massachusetts law that I could rely on to 
detem1ine whether an assignment was either valid, missing, questionable, invalid.fraudulent, or 
crimfna7Zy fraudulent. These definitions are attached hereto as "Exhibit A." 
---- -·-·-- ---------
Forensic Examination of the Es.sex. Southern District Registry 
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From there, I established protocols and practical applications for classifying assignments of 
mortgage according to the prescribed definitions_ This document is attached hereto as "Exhibit B" 
and it includes examples as well as the actual assignments of mortgage used 'in the case studies. 
"Exlubit C'' is a list of robo-signers that we identified which also provides information on 
who the rnbo-signors executed documents for, who they were actually employed by (ifwe knew), 
and how many documents they executed. 
~Exhibit D= is a Securitization Flow Chart which illustrates the typical structure and cbain of 
title that should exist (but never does) in a securitized transaction. On this point I can attest to the 
fact that of the 176 assignments of mortgage I examined where the mortgage was allegedly being 
conveyed into a securitized trust, or to the trustee thereof, not even one of them is valid; all of them 
are invalid and violate the terms of the Pooling and Servicing Agreements that govern the trust, New 
York State trust and other laws, and the requirements of the I.R.S. for obtaining favored tax status 
under the REMIC rules. 
"Exhibit E'' illustrates bow an invalid assignment that was recorded, and the missi11g 
assignments of mortgage that do not exist corrupt the chain of title :in one ofmy client's properties. 
"Exhibit F' is a memorandum oflaw researched and written by Jamie Ranney, Esq. 
addressing the "Legal authority of registers of deeds in Massachusetts to reject document(s) and/or 
instrument(s) for recording in their registries." 
The following report is a "Phase I: Statistical Analysis" that provides only the numbers as 
would a lab report or a blood test., Over the corning weeks and months, I expect to work '1.r:ith 
Register O'Brien and the proper authorities to address the issues that arise from my examination. 
I declare under penalty of perjury that the infonnation contained herein is true and correct to 
the best ofmy personal knowledge given the evidence available to me as of this date. Executed this 
29th day of June, 2011 in Boston, Massachusetts. 
Marie McDonneU, Affiant 
lvfortgage Fraud and Forensic Analyst 
Certified Fraud Examiner, ACFE 
Forensic Examinali:on of the Essex Southern District Regislry . ' · 
© 2011 McDollile1l Property Analytics, Inc., All Rights Reserved .· 
-·-·-· ---------------·· . ·-· ·-·----------------
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CHASEO 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
OH4-7382 
3415 Vision Drive 
eorumbus, OH 43219-6009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POB0X34l4 
REDMOND WA 98073 
Account Ending In: 
Date of Loan: 
Original Amount of Loan: 
Mortgage Property Address: 
0920 
October 4, 2002 
$285,000.00 
- December 22, 2009 
3165NEFFRD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
SUBJECT: NOTICE OF NEW CREDITOR 
We are sending you this Notice in accordance with the requirements of the "Helping 
Families Save Their Homes Act of 2009." Your mortgage loan (referenced above) 
has been sold or transferred to JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("Chase"). Chase is the 
New Creditor of your loan. 
• This Notice is provided for informational purposes only. 
• you are not requjred to talce any action as a result of this.Notice. _ 
This Notice does ;_,ot affect the servicing of yom ~ortgage loan or change your 
servicer. Please continue to make payments on your mortgage loan to your current 
servicer at the same address to which you were instructed by your servicer to 
make payments (unless or until you are advised differently by your servicer). Any 
mortgage payments that are not sent timely to your servicer may result in late fees 
and other charges 
The term "we" mea.n.s Chase. The terms "you" and "your" mean the mortgage 




NOTICE OF NEW CREDITOR 
Please note the following information regarding the transfer of your mortKage loan: 
1. The identity (name), address and telephone number of the New Creditor is: 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A 
111 Polaris Parkway 
Columbus, OH 43240-2050 
1-800-848-913 6 
2. The date ofthe sale .Qfyourmortgage loan.to th~.New Creditor.was~ .Oecemb~r 3, 
2009. . 
3. Chase Home Finance, LLC is acting as the agent for the creditor. If you have any 
questions regarding this Notice, please contact Chase Home Finance, LLC at the 
address and phone number below: 
Chase Home Finance, LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219 
1-800-848-9 l 36 
4. Evidence oftransfe:r of ownership of your mortgage loan or the instrument securing 
yow- mortgage loan is recorded in the land records of the county in which the 
mortgaged property is located. 
p.36 
5. Any investor or creditor that purchases your Joan is required under federal law to give 
you written notice. If you have any questions concerning this Notice, please feel 
free to contact us toll-free at: 
1-800-848-9136 
LC-CHEN-0809B 
·------- . -----· 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, et al. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON, et al., 
Defendants. 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 
Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for Plaintiff 










CASE NO. CV2011-28 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 12/17/2013 Tape: CD602-1 Time: 9:31 A.M. 
Subject of Proceeding: Motion for Summary Judgment Hearing & Status Conference 
FOOTAGE: 
9:31 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin, District Judge, presiding. Parties present 
telephonically: Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for PHH Mortgage; Charles and 
Donna Nickerson, Defendant's appearing Pro Se. Court advises this is the 
time to hear the motion for summary judgment filed and to have a status 
conference. 
9:31 Court reminds parties not to file documents by fax if they exceed the ten page 
limit. Court also reminds the parties to send him a copy of pleading to his 
resident chambers in Grangeville, Idaho. Court further advises he has not read 
the Affidavit of Mr. Casper nor has he had time to review the motion's just filed 
by the Nickerson's, and feels a continuance would be warranted. 
9:34 Mr. Manwaring feels it would make more sense to hear all the motions at the 
same time. 
9:34 Mr. Nickerson is in agreement with the matter being continued. 
9:35 Colloquy regarding date for hearing. 
9:38 Court will hear both Motions for Summary Judgment on February 11, 2014 at 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 of 1 
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PHH MORTGAGE, et al VS. CHARLES NICKERSON, et al 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
8:30 a.m. PST. 
9:39 Court advises he gave the clerks permission to file the Nickerson's documents 
even though they exceeded the ten page allowance and they have been filed. 
Court further advises the 10 page allowance is set by the Supreme Court. 
9:39 Court gives parties his address in Grangeville to mail pleadings to. Court 
thanks Mr. Manwaring and the Nickerson's. 
9:39 Court is in recess. 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 2 of 2 
Approved: dl.-/' 
MICHAEL j_ GRIFFIN 
District Judge 
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SECONT T{JDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATJ ' ¥ IDAHO 
Th . ..J.W FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEAR\\',_.fER 
150 MICIDGAN AVE FILED 
OROFINO, IDAHO 83544CLERK OF DIST _ 
C U:/\RW A Tr= RR/CCO, UCOURT ~. NTY 
PHH Mortgage ) Z0'3 or.r. 2 J PM I?: n 
) Ca~~ No: CV-2011 -000002\ 
) I.ASE NO , vs. 
Charles Nickerson, eta!. 
) N0
8
~ ICE 0 
) -·-
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
Judge: 
Courtroom: 
Tuesday, February 11, 2014 
Michael J Griffin 
District Courtroom 
08:30 AM 
PLEASE CALL 208/476-8998 TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on December 20th, 2013. 
JASON R RAMMELL 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
P.O. BOX 50271 38 1 SHOUP AVE 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83405 
_2(_ Mailed Hand Delivered 
CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF RD. 
OROFINO, ID 83544 





December 20th, 2013 
Carrie Bird 
Clerk Of The District .Court 
bttk (\1f · 
Deputy Clerk 





CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. -ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
FILED 
CJrnr~1\~' pT1~.TRR lCT COURT 
" .. ·, r· ' C 'JU flTY 
?a· 11 1111 ') .1 r ,. 1i ·-' • ' ~ .. -, n J?: ? r, 
CASEUO~£.-:i~o 11 _ o~g / ~-
BY 
-- · - .•. ~DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Response in Opposition to Nickersons' Motion for SJ - Page 1 
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RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION 
TO THE NICKERSONS' 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
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PHH Mortgage responds as follows in opposition to the Nickersons' motion for summary 
judgment. 
Prefatorily, PHH has filed a motion to strike portions of Charles Nickerson's affidavit. 
That affidavit was the main basis for factual support of the Nickersons' motion for summary 
judgment. Although PHH believes much of the allegations contained in the affidavit should be 
stricken as inadmissible evidence, the Nickersons otherwise have not presented admissible 
evidence showing a genuine issue of material fact exits preventing summary judgment. 
All of the Nickersons' arguments on summary judgment largely pose questions of law. 
Each will be addressed in turn. 
A. Error in Legal Description 
The Nickersons correctly note that the legal description contained in the Complaint is 
defective. PHH acknowledges that as a result of scrivener's error portions of the complete legal 
description were omitted in the Complaint. Such error provides no legal basis to deny summary 
judgment let alone dismiss the Complaint as requested by the Nickersons. 
First, the Complaint incorporates by reference the deed of trust as Exhibit A. The deed of 
trust comprising Exhibit A contains a complete legal description. Where the Complaint 
incorporates the legal description in the deed of trust, there is in fact no error. 
Second, PHH has filed a motion to amend its Complaint to conform to the evidence. The 
court has broad discretion to grant such a motion. Nationsbanc Mortg. Corp. of New York v. 
Cazier, 127 Idaho 879, 882, 908 P.2d 572, 575 (Ct. App. 1995) 
In the exercise of its discretion, the court should consider the fact of a simple scrivener's 
error in the body of the Complaint, the complete legal description contained in the deed of trust 
incorporated into the Complaint, the absence of any prejudice to the Nickersons by amending the 
Complaint to conform to the evidence. Lack of any prejudice is clear where the previously filed 
affidavit of Counsel containing excerpts from the Nickersons' depositions show they agreed the 
deed of trust applied to their real property that is the subject of this foreclosure action. 
Third, in accordance with I.R.C.P. 54(c), the court in entering judgment must grant PHH 
the full relief to which it is entitled regardless of the scrivener's error. Thus, the court is required 
to enter judgment of foreclosure with the complete legal description of the real property. 
Response in Opposition to Nickersons' Motion for SJ - Page 2 
10650-NI 
1146
B. Beneficial Interest 
The Nickersons assert PHH began "foreclosure proceedings 5 months pnor to 
fraudulently acquiring the note and property." To address the Nickersons' argument, PHH must 
make two assumptions: 1) the Nickersons are referring to nonjudicial foreclosure proceedings; 
and 2) PHH did not acquire the property but rather was assigned beneficial interest under the 
deed of trust. The Nickersons' arguments fail on multiple grounds. 
First, a party alleging fraud must state with particularity all circumstances of the fraud. 
I.R.C.P. 9(b). Fraud must be pled as an affirmative defense in an answer. I.R.C.P. 8(c). Failure 
to properly preserve fraud as an affirmative defense in the answer is fatal to a party's ability to 
rely on that defense at summary judgment. McKee Bros., Ltd. v. Mesa Equipment, Inc., l 02 
Idaho 202, 628 P.2d 1036 (1981). The Nickersons did not assert the affirmative defense of fraud 
in relation to the nonjudicial foreclosure process. Nor does that process have any relevancy to 
this judicial action. 
To sustain a claim of fraud, the Nickersons must show: (1) a statement of fact; (2) its 
falsity; (3) its materiality; (4) PHH's knowledge of its falsity; (5) PHH's intent to induce 
reliance; (6) the Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement; (7) reliance by the 
Nickersons; (8) the Nickersons' right to rely; and (9) consequent and proximate injury. Country 
Cove Dev., Inc. v. May, 143 Idaho 595, 600, 150 P.3d 288, 293 (2006). To prevail in summary 
judgment, the Nickersons need to present sufficient evidence to create a material issue of fact as 
to each element. Id. 
Second, the Nickersons place their argument on the nonjudicial foreclosure process PHH 
initiated prior to this action. PHH abandoned the nonjudicial foreclosure and filed the current 
action for judicial foreclosure. At the time PHH filed this action, there is no question it was the 
beneficiary under the deed of trust and had standing to foreclose. Consequently, the Nickersons' 
argument is misplaced. 
Third, the Nickersons' argument may be construed as a challenge to PHH's standing in 
the nonjudicial foreclosure process. Standing is required to invoke the jurisdiction of a court, but 
is not a requirement for the nonjudicial foreclosure of a deed of trust. Trotter v. Bank of New 
York Mellon, 152 Idaho 842, 846, 275 P.3d 857, 861 (2012). Accordingly, the Nickersons' 
argument on standing in nonjudicial foreclosure proceedings fails. 
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To the extent the Nickersons' argument may be construed as a challenge to PHH's 
standing in this action, the following authority controls. "The essence of the standing inquiry is 
whether the party seeking to invoke the court's jurisdiction has 'alleged such a personal stake in 
the outcome of the controversy as to assure the concrete adversariness which sharpens the 
presentation upon which the court so depends for illumination of difficult constitutional 
questions.'" Miles v. Idaho Power Co., 116 Idaho 635, 641, 778 P.2d 757, 763 (1989) (quoting 
Duke Power Co. v. Carolina Env. Study Group, 438 U.S. 59, 72, 98 S.Ct. 2620, 2630, 57 
L.Ed.2d 595,610 (1978)). 
As already noted and established by the record before the court on summary judgment, 
PHH is the beneficiary under the deed of trust. Where PHH has a stake in the outcome of this 
action, it has standing and the Nickersons' arguments to the contrary must be rejected. 
C. Validity of Deed of Trust 
The Nickersons contend the deed of trust is invalid because the real property subject to 
the deed of trust exceeds 40 acres. Again, the Nickersons' legal argument is misplaced. 
It is well-settled law in Idaho that a deed of trust is a mortgage with power of sale. Long 
v. Williams, 105 Idaho 585, 671 P.2d 1048 (1983). The beneficiary under a deed of trust may 
seek judicial foreclosure of the deed as a mortgage. Markham v. Anderton, 118 Idaho 856, 801 
P.2d 565 (Ct. App. 1990). Indeed, under LC. § 45-1503(1)(d), a deed of trust may be foreclosed 
as provided by law for foreclosure of mortgages on real property. 
In the event a deed of trust is recorded against real property exceeding 40 acres, the 
remedy is to treat the deed of trust as a mortgage because by statute the trustee is not authorized 
to exercise power of sale in nonjudicial foreclosure proceedings. Frazier v. Neilsen & Co., 115 
Idaho 739, 741, 769 P.2d 1111, 1114 (1989). 
Exceeding the statutorily authorized acreage amount does not render a deed of trust 
invalid; rather, it prevents nonjudicial foreclosure by a trustee with power of sale. As a matter of 
law, the Nickersons' argument has no merit. 
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D. Deed of Trust Fraudulent 
As a corollary argument to their contention that the deed of trust is invalid, the 
Nickersons assert the deed of trust is fraudulent because it states the property is not more than 40 
acres or is located within an incorporated city or village. 
A party alleging fraud must state with particularity all circumstances of the fraud. 
I.R.C.P. 9(b). Fraud must be pled as an affirmative defense in an answer. I.R.C.P. 8(c). Failure 
to properly preserve fraud as an affirmative defense in the answer is fatal to a party's ability to 
rely on that defense at summary judgment. McKee Bros., Ltd. v. Mesa Equipment, Inc., 102 
Idaho 202, 628 P.2d 1036 (1981). The Nickersons did not assert the affirmative defense of fraud 
in the deed of trust as part of their answer. 
To sustain a claim of fraud, the Nickersons must show: (1) a statement of fact; (2) its 
falsity; (3) its materiality; (4) PHH's knowledge of its falsity; (5) PHH's intent to induce 
reliance; (6) the Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement; (7) reliance by the 
Nickersons; (8) the Nickersons' right to rely; and (9) consequent and proximate injury. Country 
Cove Dev., Inc. v. May, 143 Idaho 595, 600, 150 P.3d 288, 293 (2006). To prevail in summary 
judgment, the Nickersons need to present sufficient evidence to create a material issue of fact as 
to each element. Id. 
Moreover, as discussed above, a deed of trust may suffer defects preventing nonjudicial 
foreclosure, but a deed of trust is recognized as a mortgage on real property. Where an action for 
judicial foreclosure of a deed of trust is filed, any defect preventing the power of sale in 
nonjudicial foreclosure proceedings has no effect. 
Nor can the Nickersons genuinely claim confusion about the real property subject to the 
deed of trust. In their deposition testimonies, the Nickersons admitted they knew what real 
property the deed of trust affected and admitted they signed the deed of trust. 
E. Standing to Enforce Note 
Evidently disregarding the pleadings and discovery filed in this action, the Nickersons 
claim PHH has no standing to enforce the note. The Nickersons acknowledge that Coldwell 
Banker Mortgage was the original named note holder and that the allonges on the note show 
Cendant Mortgage ultimately became the note holder. 
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Before the court on summary judgment is a record of the Nickersons' deposition 
testimony attached as exhibits to the previously filed affidavit of counsel. The Nickersons both 
testified that they signed the promissory note, thus authenticating the note. 
The note the Nickersons signed made it payable "to the order of the Lender." Here, the 
Lender was Coldwell Banker Mortgage. Coldwell Banker is a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage. Also, 
PHH was formerly known as Cendant Mortgage. Thus, Cendant, Coldwell Banker, and PHH are 
the common party constituting the note holder. PHH has filed a motion to take judicial notice of 
the relationship between PHH, Cendant and Coldwell Banker to provide additional evidence in 
the record before the court on summary judgment. 
Further, the note states, "I understand that the Lender may transfer this note. The Lender 
or anyone who takes this Note by transfer and who is entitled to receive payments under this 
Note is called the "Note Holder." 
Where a negotiable instrument makes express provision for assignment, the note is freely 
transferable. LC. §§ 28-3-203; 28-3-301, 303. Where PHH is the Note Holder, it is authorized to 
enforce the note. Utah Implement-Vehicle Co. v. Kenyon, 30 Idaho 407,410, 164 P. 1176, 1177 
(1917). 
Here, Cendant is PHH and Coldwell Banker is a d/b/a of PHH. The Nickersons agree 
Cendant is the assignee of the note. Therefore, PHH is the Note Holder. There are no genuine 
issues of material fact regarding PHH's position as Note Holder. As a matter of law, PHH has 
standing to enforce the note against the Nickersons. 
F. Assignment from Coldwell Banker to Chase was Fraudulent 
In an effort to create a web of purported fraud and confusion, the Nickersons craft their 
argument with four subparts: 
1. Coldwell Banker did not have an interest in the note at the time it transferred the 
note to Chase. 
2. A promissory note cannot be assigned. 
3. Coldwell Banker assigned the note and deed of trust through "robo-signing". 
4. Coldwell Banker used a fake notary. 
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1. Coldwell Banker had no Interest to Assign 
Using language from a recorded assignment of the deed of trust, the Nickersons contend 
Coldwell Banker did not have any interest in the note or deed as of the date of the assignment. 
Although the Nickersons reference a paragraph from their memorandum as supporting the 
alleged fact, there are no facts before the court sustaining the Nickersons' argument. 
First, the party alleging fraud must state with particularity all circumstances of the fraud. 
I.R.C.P. 9(b). Fraud must be pled as an affirmative defense in an answer. I.R.C.P. 8(c). Failure 
to properly preserve fraud as an affirmative defense in the answer is fatal to a party's ability to 
rely on that defense at summary judgment. McKee Bros., Ltd. v. Mesa Equipment, Inc., 102 
Idaho 202, 628 P .2d 103 6 ( 1981 ). The Nickersons did not assert the affirmative defense of fraud 
in the assignment of the note and deed of trust as part of their answer. 
To sustain a claim of fraud, the Nickersons must show: (1) a statement of fact; (2) its 
falsity; (3) its materiality; (4) PHH's knowledge of its falsity; (5) PHH's intent to induce 
reliance; (6) the Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement; (7) reliance by the 
Nickersons; (8) the Nickersons' right to rely; and (9) consequent and proximate injury. Country 
Cove Dev., Inc. v. May, 143 Idaho 595, 600, 150 P.3d 288, 293 (2006). To prevail in summary 
judgment, the Nickersons need to present sufficient evidence to create a material issue of fact as 
to each element. Id. 
Second, there are no facts establishing a prima facie case for fraud. Nor have the 
Nickersons fulfilled their burden of coming forward with facts to raise a genuine issue. The 
Nickersons must do more than merely present a scintilla of evidence or raise some doubt or 
dispute about the assignment; they must make a showing sufficient to establish a prima facie 
case on which they will bear the burden at trial. West v. Sonke, 132 Idaho 133, 968 P.2d 228 
(1998). The Nickersons have failed to sustain their burden. 
Third, the recorded assignment of deed of trust is not a fraudulent act. Rather, it is 
required as part of the statutory framework for nonjudicial foreclosure of a deed of trust. 
Fourth, the Nickerksons cite no authority for their legal argument that Coldwell Banker's 
assignment of a deed of trust or note was null and void. Without any legal authority, the 
Nickersons make a bald assertion of law that the assignment was fraudulent and void. There is 
no rule of law supporting the Nickersons' contention. 
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2. Notes Cannot be Assigned 
Without any authority, the Nickersons assert, "Notes cannot be assigned." Without 
authority, the Nickersons further assert "Attempting to assign a note on the same document as 
the Deed of Trust is not legal and renders the assignment null and void." 
As the moving party, the Nickersons have the burden of citing legal authority to 
demonstrate they are entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw. I.R.C.P. 56(c). If no legal authority 
is cited, the Nickersons' legal arguments may be deemed waived and should be denied. See State 
v. Zichko, 129 Idaho 259, 923 P.2d 966 (1996); Simmons v. Ewing, 96 Idaho 380, 529 P.2d 776 
(1974). 
Under Idaho law, a promissory note may be assigned, transferred or negotiated. I.C. §§ 
28-3-203; 205; 301; and 303. Additionally, Idaho case law unequivocally states a note may be 
assigned and the person holding "a note by assignment, for the purpose of collection, ... is the 
real party in interest .... " Utah Implement-Vehicle Co. v. Kenyon, 30 Idaho 407, 410, 164 P. 
1176, 1177 (Idaho 1917). 
There is no factual basis for the Nickersons' assertion. A recorded assignment of a deed 
of trust will certainly state the note and deed were assigned. Such a statement does not factually 
alter or change the separate act that clearly occurred here where the note was properly assigned 
and transferred. 
3. Robo-signing 
The Nickersons argument on robo-signing is based solely on inadmissible evidence and 
must be disregarded. Furthermore, the argument is irrelevant to the issues in this judicial action 
for foreclosure. 
4. Fake Notary 
The Nickersons argument on fake notary is based solely on inadmissible evidence and 
must be disregarded. Furthermore, to sustain their claim of notary fraud, the Nickersons must 
show: (1) a statement of fact; (2) its falsity; (3) its materiality; (4) PHH's knowledge of its 
falsity; (5) PHH's intent to induce reliance; (6) the Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the 
statement; (7) reliance by the Nickersons; (8) the Nickersons' right to rely; and (9) consequent 
and proximate injury. Country Cove Dev., Inc. v. May, 143 Idaho 595, 600, 150 P.3d 288, 293 
(2006). To prevail in summary judgment, the Nickersons need to present sufficient evidence to 
create a material issue of fact as to each element. Id. 
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There are no facts establishing a prima facie case for fraud. Nor have the Nickersons 
fulfilled their burden of coming forward with facts to raise a genuine issue. The Nickersons must 
do more than merely present a scintilla of evidence or raise some doubt or dispute about the 
assignment; they must make a showing sufficient to establish a prima facie case on which they 
will bear the burden at trial. West v. Sanke, 132 Idaho 133, 968 P.2d 228 (1998). The Nickersons 
have failed to sustain their burden. 
G. Assignment of Deed of Trust and Note from Chase to PHH was Fraudulent 
As in Section F above, the Nickersons make claims of facts and legal arguments 
regarding purported fraud that cannot be sustained. They assert the following four segments 
which will be addressed in tum. 
1. Chase assigned the note along with the deed of trust. 
2. Chase did not have any interest to assign. 
3. Just Law, Inc., was appointed successor trustee before PHH had a beneficial 
interest. 
4. Chase assigned the deed of trust and note through "robo-signing." 
Again, to sustain their claim of fraud, the Nickersons must show: ( 1) a statement of fact; 
(2) its falsity; (3) its materiality; (4) PHH's knowledge of its falsity; (5) PHH's intent to induce 
reliance; (6) the Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement; (7) reliance by the 
Nickersons; (8) the Nickersons' right to rely; and (9) consequent and proximate injury. Country 
Cove Dev., Inc. v. May, 143 Idaho 595, 600, 150 P.3d 288, 293 (2006). To prevail in summary 
judgment, the Nickersons need to present sufficient evidence to create a material issue of fact as 
to each element. Id. 
There are no facts establishing a prima facie case for fraud. Nor have the Nickersons 
fulfilled their burden of coming forward with facts to raise a genuine issue. The Nickersons must 
do more than merely present a scintilla of evidence or raise some doubt or dispute about the 
assignment, they must make a showing sufficient to establish a prima facie case on which they 
will bear the burden at trial. West v. Sanke, 132 Idaho 133, 968 P.2d 228 (1998). The Nickersons 
have failed to sustain their burden. 
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1. Assignment of Note 
Without any authority, the Nickersons assert, "Notes cannot be assigned." Adding 
without authority, the Nickersons further assert "Attempting to assign a note on the same 
document as the Deed of Trust is not legal and renders the assignment null and void." 
As the moving party, the Nickersons have the burden of citing legal authority to 
demonstrate they are entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw. I.R.C.P. 56(c). If no legal authority 
is cited, the Nickersons' legal arguments may be deemed waived and should be denied. See State 
v. Zichko, 129 Idaho 259, 923 P.2d 966 (1996); Simmons v. Ewing, 96 Idaho 380, 529 P.2d 776 
(1974). 
There is no factual basis for the Nickersons' assertion. A recorded assignment of a deed 
of trust will certainly state the note and deed were assigned. Such a statement does not factually 
alter or change the separate act that clearly occurred here where the note was negotiated and 
transferred. 
Under Idaho law, a promissory note may be assigned, transferred or negotiated. I.C. §§ 
28-3-203; 205; 301; and 303. Additionally, Idaho case law unequivocally states a note may be 
assigned and the person holding "a note by assignment, for the purpose of collection, .. .is the 
real party in interest .... " Utah Implement-Vehicle Co. v. Kenyon, 30 Idaho 407, 410, 164 P. 
1176, 1177 (Idaho 1917). 
2. Lack of Interest in Note 
There are no facts establishing a prima facie case for fraud. Nor have the Nickersons 
fulfilled their burden of coming forward with facts to raise a genuine issue. The Nickersons must 
do more than merely present a scintilla of evidence or raise some doubt or dispute about the 
assignment; they must make a showing sufficient to establish a prima facie case on which they 
will bear the burden at trial. West v. Sanke, 132 Idaho 133, 968 P.2d 228 (1998). The Nickersons 
have failed to sustain their burden. 
The recorded assignment of deed of trust is not a fraudulent act. Rather, it is required as 
part of the statutory framework for nonjudicial foreclosure of a deed of trust. Chase may assign 
and transfer any interest it had in the note to PHH, whether it was a servicer of the loan or holder 
of the note. I.C. §§ 28-3-203; 205; 301; and 303. 
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The Nickerksons cite no authority for their legal argument that Chase's assignment of a 
deed of trust or note was null and void. Without any legal authority, the Nickersons make a bald 
assertion of law that the assignment was fraudulent and void. There is no rule of law supporting 
the Nickersons' contention. 
As the moving party, the Nickersons have the burden of citing legal authority to 
demonstrate they are entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw. I.R.C.P. 56(c). If no legal authority 
is cited, the Nickersons' legal arguments may be deemed waived and should be denied. See State 
v. Zichko, 129 Idaho 259, 923 P.2d 966 (1996); Simmons v. Ewing, 96 Idaho 380, 529 P.2d 776 
(1974). 
3. Just Law, Inc., as Successor Trustee 
This is a non-issue. Regardless of whether PHH held the beneficial interest at the time 
Just Law, Inc., was appointed successor trustee, it is irrelevant to this judicial foreclosure action. 
A successor trustee is not needed for judicial foreclosure. 
4. Robo-signing 
The Nickersons argument on robo-signing is based solely on inadmissible evidence and 
must be disregarded. Again that issue is irrelevant in this judicial action for foreclosure. 
H. Chase's Records Do Not Show Default 
This argument is as faulty as it is absurd. 
By a gross misreading of the Affidavit of Brandi Watkins and the loan history attached, 
the Nickersons leap to the mistaken conclusion that according to Chase the loan was not in 
default. It was a leap into the abyss of error. 
The first and second affidavits of Ronald Casperite and the first and second affidavits of 
Brandi Watkins demonstrate beyond cavil that the Nickersons failed to make 9 monthly 
payments. That is the plain state of the facts before the court. Pointing to an entry in Chase's 
history showing a credit due to transfer of the loan is not evidence the Nickersons' loan was in 
good standing. 
Notably absent from the Affidavit of Charles Nickerson and the Nickersons' 
memorandum are any facts demonstrating those 9 missed payments were made. Without such a 
showing, the Nickersons have failed to present evidence to support of their defense that their 
loan was not in default. Such failure results in denial of their motion for summary judgment and 
Response in Opposition to Nickersons' Motion for SJ - Page 11 
10650-NI 
1155
a determination that PHH is entitled to summary judgment. Chandler v. Hayden, 147 Idaho 765, 
215 P.3d 485 (2009). 
I. Fraud 
By now the applicable legal standards for a defense of fraud have been well and fully 
stated. To avoid an argument of tacit acceptance, PHH again restates the rules on fraud. 
The Nickersons must state with particularity all circumstances of the fraud. I.R.C.P. 9(b ). 
Fraud must be pled as an affirmative defense in an answer. I.R.C.P. 8(c). Failure to properly 
preserve fraud as an affirmative defense in the answer is fatal to a party's ability to rely on that 
defense at summary judgment. McKee Bros., Ltd. v. Mesa Equipment, Inc., l 02 Idaho 202, 628 
P.2d 1036 (1981). The Nickersons did not assert the affirmative defense of fraud in the 
assignment of the note and deed of trust as part of their answer. 
To sustain their claim of fraud, the Nickersons must show: (1) a statement of fact; (2) its 
falsity; (3) its materiality; ( 4) PHH's knowledge of its falsity; (5) PHH's intent to induce 
reliance; (6) the Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement; (7) reliance by the 
Nickersons; (8) the Nickersons' right to rely; and (9) consequent and proximate injury. Country 
Cove Dev., Inc. v. May, 143 Idaho 595, 600, 150 P.3d 288, 293 (2006). To prevail in summary 
judgment, the Nickersons need to present sufficient evidence to create a material issue of fact as 
to each element. Id. 
There are no facts establishing a prima facie case for fraud. Nor have the Nickersons 
fulfilled their burden of coming forward with facts to raise a genuine issue. The Nickersons must 
do more than merely present a scintilla of evidence or raise some doubt or dispute about the 
assignment; they must make a showing sufficient to establish a prima facie case on which they 
will bear the burden at trial. West v. Sanke, 132 Idaho 133, 968 P.2d 228 (1998). The Nickersons 
have failed to sustain their burden. 
In part the Nickersons assert fraud because of the alleged absence of a letter from PHH 
constituting notice of new creditor. The Nickersons contend the absence of such letter violates 
the Truth in Lending Act. 
All of the Nickersons' claims in their counterclaim were dismissed by summary 
judgment. They cannot now resurrect those claims. 




There are no genuine issues of material fact concerning any of the issues the Nickersons' 
raised in their motion for summary judgment. 
As a matter of law the Nickersons are not entitled to summary judgment on any issue. 
As a matter of law, PHH is entitled to summary judgment of foreclosure. 
DATED this :2.2 day of January 2014. 
/ 
Kipp . Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2 Ji day of January 2014, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[.><J U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 





U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Facsimile 
Other ----------
4 .~m4 Leslie Northrup 
Paralegal 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
FILED 
CLER K OF DISTRICT COURT 
CLEAH'!':\Tr.: COUNTY 
Zc.lQ .li'N ?4 Pi·1 '2= ?Q 
CASE nO ('._ \[ ~ti I\ - ti ai ,.-------~----------
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N .A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s ). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
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In accordance with I.R.C.P. 15(b), Plaintiff moves the court for its order amending 
Plaintiff's complaint to conform to the evidence. 
A scrivener's error occurred in setting forth the complete legal description in the 
complaint. That error omitted part of the actual legal description. However, the deed of trust 
attached to the complaint and incorporated into the complaint by reference contains the complete 
legal description. The complaint should be amended to conform to the evidence. 
The Nickersons cannot argue they would be prejudiced in maintaining their defense 
where the record plainly establishes the Nickersons' acknowledgement of the authenticity of the 
deed of trust and its legal description. 
Such amendment of the pleadings is necessary to cause the complaint to conform to the 
evidence. Furthermore, under I.R.C.P. 54(c), any judgment of foreclosure would require setting 
forth the complete legal description and grant the full relief Plaintiff is entitled to even if the 
complaint contains a scrivener's error. 
Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this ~ / day of January 2014. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ;?Id day of January 2014 a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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[ ] Hand Delivered 
[~ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
~~ Leslie Northrup 
Paralegal 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
FILED 
CLER K OF DIS TRI CT COURT 
CLE/\FH'JAH~ COUNTY 
7lJ!Q .L1.rl ~4 PM 12: ?I 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s) . 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
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In accordance with Rule 56(e), I.R.C.P., Plaintiff moves the court for its order striking 
from the Affidavit of Charles Nickerson the specific portions and paragraphs as set forth below. 
Rule 56(e), I.R.C.P., states in pertinent part, "Supporting and opposing affidavits shall be 
made on personal knowledge, shall set forth such facts as would be admissible in evidence, and 
shall show affirmatively that the affiant is competent to testify to the matters stated therein." 
These requirements "are not satisfied by an affidavit that is conclusory, based on hearsay, and 
not supported by personal knowledge." Gerdon v. Rydalch, 153 Idaho 237, 244, 280 P.3d 740, 
747 (2012), quoting, State v. Shama Resources Ltd. Partnership, 127 Idaho 267, 271, 899 P.2d 
977, 981 (1995). 
Furthermore, I.RE. 402 requires testimony to be relevant to the issues. If testimony 
contained in an affidavit is irrelevant, it should be stricken as inadmissible. Garner v. Povey, 
151 Idaho 462,467,259 P.3d 608,613 (2011). 
The question of admissibility of affidavits under Rule 56(e) is a threshold question to be 
analyzed before applying the liberal construction and reasonable inferences rules required when 
reviewing motions for summary judgment. Rhodehouse v. Stutts, 125 Idaho 208, 211, 869 P.2d 
1224, 1227 (1994). The trial court must look at the affidavit and determine whether it alleges 
facts, which if taken as true, would render the testimony admissible. Dulaney v. St. Alphonsus 
Reg'! Med. Ctr., 137 Idaho 160, 163, 45 P.3d 816, 819 (2002). 
A conclusory statement with no foundation is not admissible for purposes of summary 
judgment. Corbridge v. Clark Equipment Co., 112 Idaho 85, 730 P.2d 1005 (1986). 
Moreover, a conclusory statement like "there certainly are disputes as to the material 
facts" is insufficient to create a material issue of fact for purposes of withstanding a motion for 
summary judgment. McPheters v. Maile, 138 Idaho 391, 396, 64 P.3d 317, 322 (2003). Such a 
statement is not "inadmissible"; rather, a court may give little if any weight to a witness' 
conclusions. 
Finally, arguments and opinions on questions of law require demonstration of the factual 
basis and foundation for such testimony. Failure to demonstrate the basis and foundation of such 
testimony is grounds to strike such argument and opinion. J-U-B Engineers, Inc. v. Security Ins. 
Co. of Hartford, 146 Idaho 311,316, 193 P.3d 858,863 (2008). 
Paragraphs 5 and 6 of the affidavit are not relevant. Moreover, those paragraphs contain 
impertinent allegations not germane to the issues on summary judgment. 
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Paragraph 9 makes allegations regarding PHH' s standing and further alleges the 
Nickersons' were in "good standing" with Chase. Those allegations are mere conclusory 
statements insufficient to create issues of material fact. Notably absent from Nickerson's 
affidavit is any evidence showing the Nickersons have made all required payments under the 
promissory note. 
Paragraph 10 attempts to make a legal argument on the effect of the deed of trust. 
Nickerson has no foundation or factual basis for his argument and opinion. Furthermore, 
Nickerson' s legal argument is wrong. 
Paragraph 11 attempts to make a legal argument on the transferability of the promissory 
note. Nickerson has no foundation or factual basis for his argument and opinion. Again, 
Nickerson's legal argument is wrong. 
Paragraph 12 attempts to make legal argument as to a purported fraudulent transfer of the 
promissory note. Nickerson has no foundation or factual basis for his argument and opinion. 
Again, Nickerson's legal argument is wrong. 
Paragraph 13 attempts to make legal argument regarding transferability of the deed of 
trust. Nickerson has no foundation or factual basis for his argument and opinion. Again, 
Nickerson' s legal argument is wrong. 
Paragraph 14 asserts a conclusory statement that Chase's records show the Nickersons 
were not in default. Only a false and gross misreading of the records could result in such a 
conclusion. Nickerson provides no factual basis for his argument and opinion as to default. 
Again, absent from Nickerson' s affidavit is any evidence showing the Nickersons have made all 
required payments under the promissory note. 
Paragraph 15 references letters attached as exhibits. The content of the letters is not 
relevant to the issues on summary judgment. 
Paragraph 19 references a letter attached as an exhibit. The content of that letter is barred 
by I.R.E. 803 and 804. Additionally, the letter is not relevant to the issues on summary 
judgment. 
Paragraph 20 references several documents attached as exhibits. All the documents 
attached as exhibits constitute hearsay and hearsay within hearsay barred by I.R.E. 803 and 804. 
Furthermore, the exhibits are not relevant to the issues on summary judgment. 
Paragraph 21 references documents attached as exhibits and makes conclusory 
allegations of "robo-signing." All the documents attached as exhibits constitute hearsay and 
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hearsay within hearsay barred by I.R.E. 803 and 804. Furthermore, the exhibits are not relevant 
to the issues on summary judgment. 
Paragraph 22 references a creditor letter attached as an exhibit. Nickerson's conclusory 
statements are without foundation and factual basis. The letter is not relevant to the issues on 
summary judgment. 
Paragraph 23 contains Nickerson's conclusory statements regarding PHH' s ownership. 
There is no foundation for any of the conclusory statements. 
Accordingly, the above identified paragraphs and exhibits should be stricken from the 
affidavit and not considered for purposes of summary judgment. 
Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this 2 J day of January 2014. 
~=.v Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
1/ s-1 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the "."L - day of January 2014 a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A. , and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
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In accordance with I.RE. 201, the Harrises request the Idaho Supreme Court to take 
judicial notice of certain facts. Idaho Rule of Evidence 201(b) provides that "a judicially noticed 
fact must be one not subject to reasonable dispute in that it is either (1) generally known within 
the territorial jurisdiction of the trial court or (2) capable of accurate and ready determination by 
resort to sources whose accuracy cannot reasonably be questioned." 
Evidence that tends to prove the existence of a fact of consequence in the action, and has 
any tendency to make the existence of that fact more probable than it would be without the 
evidence, is relevant. I.RE. 401. All relevant evidence is admissible unless excludable on certain 
grounds. I.RE. 402, 403. 
Although prior filings in this action identified Coldwell Banker Mortgage as a d/b/a of 
PHH Mortgage, and Cendant Mortgage being a former name of PHH, it is essential to confirm 
for purposes of the record before the court on summary judgment that there is no question as to 
the relationship of the named entities. The Nickersons argue PHH has no standing in this action. 
Standing is a jurisdictional question and PHH wants to make certain evidence is presented 
removing any issue of fact regarding its standing. 
The Internet provides reliable information on verified sites whose accuracy cannot 
reasonably be questioned. 
The Internet site for Cendant Mortgage is www.cendantmortgage.com. Upon accessing 
that web site, the user IS immediately taken to 
http://www.netmovein.com/home/landscape?cid=13506, where the page states, "We've changed 
our name to PHH Mortgage." The same page provides a link to PHH' s web site. A copy of the 
Cendant Internet move page is attached and incorporated here by reference. 
The Internet site for Coldwell Banker Mortgage is www.coldwellbankermortgage.com. 
On the opening page, and all other pages in that site, there is the following disclosure, "PHH 
MORTGAGE CORPORATION D/B/A COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, NMLS ID 
#2726." A copy of that Internet page is attached and incorporated here by reference. 
Accordingly, PHH requests the court take judicial notice of the above facts that are not in 
reasonable dispute and the accuracy of the information cannot reasonably be questioned. 
DATED this ~ / day of January 2014. 
Motion to Take Judicial Notice - Page 2 
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3165 Neff Road 
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Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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A!! We're (:hanging is Our Name http://www.netmovein.com/home/landscape?cid=l3506 
1 of 1 
PHH Mortgage 
AN IMPORTANT MES:)AGE 
We've changed our name to PHH Mortgage. 
We're pleased to announce that Cendant Mortgage is changing its name to PHH Mortgage. As always, we 
remain an industry leader and are among the largest mortgage lenders in the country. 
Our array of products, competitive rates, mortgage expertise, simple process, and commitment to customer 
service - we still provide these to you as you secure your home financing. 
As in the past, you'll continue to deal with the same people who are dedicated to providing you with the best 
mortgage experience possible. 
Thank you for your business. 
After you have read the above information, please click here to view the new PHH Mortgage site. 
You will be able to use the same username and 
password you have always used at the Cendant 
Mortgage site. 
1/9/2014 12:58 PM 
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https://www.coldwellbankermortgage.com/info/landscape?jpid=Secu ... 
(877) 634-5676 
Call today for a guaranteed same-day loan decision 1~Ji.'l1~rn:11ffJB;t:ti=A~.1.i:,1.~i 
REGISTER -=- LOGIN 
Home Purchase Refinance Learning Center Home Equity Apply About Us Contact Us Coldwell Banker Real Estate 
GETTING STARTED 
Let us take the mystery out of buying a home. 
Here's what to do and when to do it-from start 
to closing. Great tips, too! 

















THE VALUE OF PRE-APPROVAL 
Make your home buying experience easier from start to 
finish. Gain an advantage over other buyers. 














NMLS CONSUMER ACCESS 
COLDWELL BANKER REAL 
ESTATE 
What Will I Pay Each Month? 
•required 






Annual assoc. dues 
See all Calculators 
TERMS OF USE 
PRIVACY 
li!J$1%1 
PHH MORTGAGE CORPORATION D/B/A 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, NMLS ID #2726 
© 2014 COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE. 
ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. 
1/9/2014 12:59 PM 
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NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Plaintiffs Motion to Amend to Conform to 
Evidence, Motion to Strike, and Motion to Take Judicial Notice will be called up for a telephonic 
hearing on the 11th day of February 2014, at the hour of 8:30 a.m., (PST) or as soon thereafter 
as counsel can be heard, before the Honorable Michael J. Griffin, in the Clearwater County 
Courthouse. Any parties wishing to appear by telephone should call 208-476-8998 at the 
scheduled hearing time to be connected with the court. 
Dated this _.2L day of January 2014. 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ;?1Q day of January 2014 a true and correct copy 
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indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
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Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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:::ase N( .: CV 20 11 ~28 
MOTJON TO CONTINUE 
--·-~ --~--···-----------! 
17 COMES NOW, Defendants, Chari.es ,1nd : )onna J\ ickerson, humbly requests the court to 
18 contirn1.<1 the hearing scheduled for February l 1, ~ 1)14, for the following reasons. 
19 ] . Due to being out of state on a work as , .ignmcn and extreme weather conditions that 
20 thwarted travel and research plam, we did not ·cccive the Plai11tiff's response nnttl 
21 Friday, January 31, 2014. We went to ,;xtreme effo1i to obtain the response prior to 
22 that date but were unsuccessful. 
23 2. There were three additional motions iI1cluded 1 vith the oppo:~ing counseJ's response 
24 that are to be addressed at this heating and we, ="eel we need more time to research, 
25 respond and prepare om defonse br tb ! hearin ~-
Motion to Cr ntinue - l 
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'.1 We understand the Judge prefers :,artks appear in person if they are presenting 
2 evidence and it is not possihle for the I.Jickersi ,ns to appear in person 011 February 11, 
3 2014. In order to honor the court, the -~ickersc ns would like: to preserve their ability 
4 to appear in person should their d1:fen-1e to th:~ ;emotions require they present 
s evi.dence in ordet to properly defrnd ~ ~ainst lt em. 
6 \Vherefore, the Nickersons respectfully n ;iues.t th : court to enter an order to reschedule 



















DATEDthis~dayof ht,..~ ·--·' 2 )14 
CERTIFIC.l\ TE OF SE1 ~VICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on 1 le 5:f.t.._ da.y of f:J,..J~"r-----' 2014, a 
true ,:md correct copy of the foregoing was s~,nt via fax to the following: 
Kipp M:1mwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 ~houp Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idahc Falls, ID 83405 
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For the reasons set forth below, PHH Mortgage objects to the Nickersons' motion to 
continue. Additionally, PHH objects to the lack of timely notice where the Nickersons' motion 
was not filed 14 days prior to the schedule hearing on February 11, 2014. I.R.C.P. 6(d). 
At the Nickersons' request, and due to the Nickersons' late filed response to PHH's 
motion for summary judgment and their own cross motion for summary judgment, the court 
rescheduled hearing on PHH's and the Nickersons' motions to February 11, 2014 to provide 
adequate time for the parties to prepare for argument on their respective motions. The 
Nickersons assert a continuance is required to allow them additional time to research and prepare 
evidence to respond to PHH's 3 motions. 
PHH timely filed its response to the Nickersons' cross motion for summary judgment. 
Simultaneously, PHH filed 3 motions and timely scheduled them for hearing on February 11, 
2014. None of PHH's motions require additional time for research and evidence. 
The motion to strike raises fundamental evidentiary issues concerning admissibility of 
portions of Charles Nickerson's affidavit. The Idaho Rules of Evidence and pertinent case law 
are well settled. 
The motion for judicial notice is also an evidentiary motion. Indeed, by rule such motion 
is left to the discretion of the court and not to further evidentiary argument. 
The motion to amend to conform to evidence is a simple straightforward motion that 
again does not require legal analysis and evidentiary presentations. 
Consequently, the Nickersons' motion to continue should be denied. 
DATED this 7 day of February 2014. 
Objection to Motion to Continue [2014] - Page 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, et al. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON, et al., 
Defendants. 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 
Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for Plaintiff 










CASE NO. CV2011-28 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 2/11/2014 Tape: CD609-1 Time: 8:33 A.M. 
Subject of Proceeding: Motion for Summary Judgment & Motion Hearings 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
FOOTAGE: 
8:33 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin presiding. Court gives introductions. Parties 
present telephonically: Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for PHH Mortgage; Charles 
and Donna Nickerson, Defendant's appearing Pro Se. Court advises this is the 
time to hear the cross motion for summary judgment filed and to the three 
additional motions filed by the plaintiff: motion to strike, motion to amend and 
motion for judicial notice. In addition, the defendants filed a motion to continue. 
8:34 Mr. Nickerson argues his motion to continue. 
8:35 Mr. Manwaring argues and objects to the motion to continue. 
8:36 Court denies the motion to continue and will proceed with the hearing today. 
Court further advises he would like the parties to argue all four issues at the 
same time. 
8:37 Mr. Manwaring argues his motion to strike, motion for judicial notice, motion to 
amend and the cross-motion for summary judgment. 
8:45 Mr. Nickerson advises Mrs. Nickerson is present and will argue some of the 
motions. 
8:45 Court advises that is fine, but only one person can argue each motion. 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 of 1 
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PHH MORTGAGE, et al VS. CHARLES NICKERSON, et al 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
8:46 Mr. Nickerson requests a moment to discuss who will be arguing which motion. 
8:46 Court advises they can take a moment. 
8:47 Mr. Nickerson speaks and advises he does not feel he's ready, but will present 
his argument the best he can. Mr. Nickerson argues the motion to take judicial 
notice. 
8:57 Mr. Nickerson requests a moment to gather his notes. Court grants. 
8:58 Mr. Nickerson continues his argument. Mr. Nickerson argues his cross-motion 
for summary judgment, 
9:42 Court inquires of Mr. Nickerson if he is reading his argument. Mr. Nickerson 
responds and advises he is reading from his notes he prepared to argue this 
matter. Court advises he doesn't want him to repeat himself. 
9:42 Colloquy regarding the argument. Mr. Nickerson indicates he was wanting to 
argue 9 points to prove the fraud. 
9:45 Mr. Nickerson continues to argue. 
9:49 Mr. Nickerson argues his motion to strike. 
9:55 Court speaks and advises he will take this matter under advisement and will 
get an opinion out as soon as he can - hopefully within two weeks. 
9:56 Mr. Nickerson inquires of the Court if he should submit his notes. He has them 
in the form of a response, but has not had the opportunity to submit them yet. 
9:57 Court advises if he files the response to provide a copy to Mr. Manwaring as 
well as the Court. 





Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
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Ordered tl1i.s /IL day of Febrnary, 2014. 
.t,----·-~~-~ '--/ 
Michael .T. Griffin 
District Judge 
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Case No.: CV 2011-28 
REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
NlCKERSONS' MOTION FOR SU1\1MAR 
JUDGMENT 
17 The Kickersons' reply to PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for 
18 summary judgment is as follows. 
19 PHI-rs main argument against the Nickersons' factual allegations of fraud is based on the 
20 timing of the allegations. PHH repeatedly asserts ''the Nickersons must state with particularity all 
21 circumstances of the fraud. I.R.C.P. 9(b). Fraud must be pled as an affirmative defense in an 
22 answer, LR.C.P. 8(c) .. Failure to properly preserve fraud as an affirmative defense in an answer is 
23 fatal to a party' s ability to rely on that defense at summary judgment, McKee Bros., Ltd v. Mesa 
24 Equipment, Inc., 102 Idaho 202,628 P.2d 1036 (1981)." The Nickersons hwnbly request the 
25 Court to read this case and Justice Bistline' s spec-ially concurring and in light of what is 
Reply Brief in Support of Summary Judgment - 1 
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contained within it and I.R.C.P. 60(b) determine that PHH is committing fraud against the Court 
and the Nickersons by stating "Failure to properly preserve fraud as an affirmative defense in an 
answer is fatal to a party's ability to rely on that defense at summary judgment." Below are a few 
excerpts from A1cKee Bros., Ltd v. Mesa .Equipment, Inc.: 
In response to plaintiffs motion for summary judgment, the defendant filed an affidavit 
alleging fraud on the part of the plaintiff. The court below concluded that the defendant 
might be able to establish the necessary elements of fraud and therefore ordered that "if 
Defendant files an amended answer properly setting up such defense within ten days, and 
leave is hereby granted therefor, then the motion for summary judgment must 
accordingly be denied." 
Bistline, Justice, specially concurring. 
Vv'hile I agree in affirming, I believe it of sufficient importance to state my view that the 
submission of an affidavit in response to a motion for summary judgment may, and 
ordinarily does, suffice to introduce an issue without a formal amendment to the 
complaint, answer, or cross-complaint -as the case may be. 
The court in Griffeth v. Utah Power & Light Co., 226 F.2d 661 (9th Cir.1955), aptly 
stated that "[u]nder pre-trial or summary judgment procedure, the affidavits serve the 
same purpose as the allegations of the pleading. Here the affidavit ... was an extension of 
the ansv\"er. 11 Id. at 670. 
The court in Parsons v. Doctors for Emergency Services, 81 F.R.D. 660 (D.Del. 1979), 
similarly noted that issues of law raised in pretrial orders constitute exceptions to the 
general rule that affirmative defenses not pleaded are waived. "Since the pretrial order 
preserved the defendant's factual and legal contention of contributory negligence, the 
issue was not waived by the defendant's failure to conform to Rule 8(c). 11 Id. at 662. 
Further, after the judgment was entered, relief should have been sought under LR. C.P 
60(b ); it should not have been sought in the first instance in this Court. [ 1] While all the 
parties knew that fraud was an issue, the court was within its rights in asking for an 
amended pleading to specifically set forth the allegations of fraud. Nor can the court be 
faulted for subsequently entering judgment for plaintiff when defendant failed to comply. 
Vv'hat was fatal to the defendant's case was that they did not comply with the court's order to 
amend their pleading, not that they didn't plead fraud in their answer. 
PHH and Just Law have been thoroughly aware of the allegations of fraud since 2010. At 
that time, the Nickersons spoke with Bradon Howell of Just Law and told him they disputed the 
Reply Brief in Support of Summary Judgment- 2 
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allegations of default. As attested to by the Nickersons before and through.out these proceedings, 
2 the Nickersons told Mr. Howell Chase and PHH were fraudulently attempting to take their 
3 property. Among other things, they commW1icated they made their January 2010 payment, and 
4 then, all further payments had been denied. PHH had claimed a default amount days after 
s claiming to purchase the account, but refused to explain or provide any records explaining how 
6 the Nickersons' account had any default on it at all. PHH nor Chase would answer any questions, 
7 allow the Nickersons to speak with any of the representatives they had previously worked with, 
8 provide any records, nothing. The Nickersons stressed they wanted to keep their property and 
9 had the financial wherewithal to do so. They pied with Bradon Howell to help them get the 
10 situation resolved and communicated how the actions and allegations of Chase/PHI-L'Just Law 
11 were creating extreme hardships and emotional duress for the Nickersons. They further 
12 communicated their property was a 50 acre parcel secured by a mortgage and a non-judicial 
13 foreclosure was not appropriate. Bradon Howell acted sympathetic to their plight and told the 
14 Nickersons he would communicate their story to Mr. RarnmeH to see how they were going to 
15 proceed. After speaking with r..1r. Rammell, Bradon told the Nickersons he was sorry, but Mr. 
16 Rammell said Just Law had been hired to foreclose, that is how they got paid, and they were 
J 7 going to go ahead and move forward with the non-judicial foreclosure. Bradon, among other 
18 things, then told the Nickersons 1) it was an effort in futility to fight such a large mortgage 
19 company, 2) Just Law worked only for the mortgage company and had no responsibility to the 
20 Nickersons, 3) Just Law had indemnity that protected them from any liability so inaccuracies, 
21 inconsistencies, fraud and other legal issues regarding pursuing the foreclosure with inaccurate 
22 records and/or fraudulent documentation would not create any liability for them, 4) Just Law was 
23 the largest mortgage foreclosure firm in the US, 5) fighting the foreclosure was going to pose an 
24 extreme financial burden on the Nickersons ,¥ithout any real possibility of prevailing, and 6) the 
25 Nickersons should simply let Just Law illegally foreclose and take their home and ranch. The 
Reply Brief in Support of Summary Judgment - 3 
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Nickersons hired Tom Clark of Clark and Feeney and he appointed John Mitchell to handle the 
2 case under his direct oversight and supervision. John sent a letter to Just Law infonning them of 
3 their liability for illegally foreclosing and Just Law stopped the non-judicial foreclosure just days 
4 before the sale date. However, PHH is deceptively presenting to the Court that the fraud only 
5 applies to their illegal attempt to non-judicially foreclose. The fraud that has been perpetrated 
6 against the Nickersons and the Court by Chase, PHH and Just Law is relevant to PI-m's standing 
7 in this case and destroys the very foundation of their Complaint. Their Complaint has the vvrong 
8 legal desc-ription, the note is not indorsed to them, the Deed of Trust has defects, was illegally 
9 crafted, prevents market.ability and the ability to provide a clear chain of title, the assignments 
lo are fraud, and the transfers did not occur as claimed. And, they knew it and know it As stated in 
11 Charles Nickerson's affidavit, our counsel was not able to present evidence at his disposal in 
12 order to defend this action. As a result, glaring deception and negligence of the facts and the 
13 handling of our accounts, agreements and legal rights have gone unchecked and our inalienable 
14 rights have been challenged and trampled during the presentation of our case to this court. This i 
IS the :first opportunity for the Nickersons to present evidence to the court and since the evidence 
16 brought forward raises serious questions regarding PHH's legal standing in this matter, it is 
17 critical to the Nickersons' defense and vital for justice to be found in this case. 
18 Additionally, the hearing scheduled for December 17, 2013, was originally a status 
19 hearing. At that time, the Nickersons intended to infonn the Court and PHH that they were 
20 preparing to file at a minimum a motion for summary judgment: a motion to amend their answers 
21 and counterclaims, and a motion to reconsider their counterclaims and third party complaint. 
22 However, PHH and Just Law, pursuing their obsession to unjustly take the Nickerson's property, 
23 ft.led a second motion for summary judgment with the Court. Therefore, the Nickersons had no 
24 choice but to go ahead and present their evidence for summary judgment demonstrating the 
25 
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evidence refuted claims of both parties. The Nickersons did not have any knowledge their 
2 counterclaims and third party complaint were dismissed until late January 2013. At that time, 
3 because the Nickersons wanted to review the records and prepare for trial, their counsel provided 
4 an incomplete copy of the record to them. After reviewing what was provided, the Nickersons 
s found out about the summary judgments. Their counsel informed and assured them it was just 
6 the legal process, there was absolutely nothing to be concerned about, and that everything was 
7 still good. He reaffirmed PHH and Chase had no case, no standing~ he would get their claims 
& reinstated, and there was still no question this was an open and shut case, that it would be 
9 dismissed, mediated or the Nickersons would prevail in front of the jury if the case went to trial. 
10 The Nickersons were told their counsel was in frequent communication "With Tom Clark and the 
11 other senior attorneys at Clark & Feeney about their case and that everyone was in agreement 
L2 with the legal strategy being followed. The :-Jickersons reminded th.eir counsel of evidence that 
13 had been provided in the past and offered additional input that might help to reinstate their 
14 counterclaims and third party complaint. They were told by their counsel he was proceeding with 
15 a motion to dismiss. It was the Nickersons understanding that a motion to dismiss was presented 
16 to the Court and was denied and that their counsel had filed an appeal to that decision. Instead of 
17 filing an appeal or any of this being presented to the Court, the Nickersons have since found out 
18 that their counsel filed a motion to withdraw. However, at that time, their counsel continued to 
19 communicate to them he was preparing a Federal lawsuit, had launched a criminal investigation 
20 of their case with the FBI and the Idaho Attorney General, had filed a complaint with the Federal 
21 Trade Commission and was pursuing other remedies. When questioned about the status of the 
22 appeal be said to be patient, appeals take time. We tried, though we did not understand. 
23 Throughout this process, it was the clear understanding of the Nickersons that their counsel had 
24 and was clearly and continually communicating and discussing the fraud and other issues 
25 regarding the case with the Judge, the opposing counsel and bis law finn,. while actively pursuin 
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fraudulent actions of PHH and the fact there is no default, so the Court would see PHH has no 
2 legal standing and there is no default. 
3 Additionally, since PHH may attempt to raise an issue oftiming in the future, the 
4 Nickersons would like to request the Court for leniency and understanding on this issue because 
s of any mistakes, errors or omissions of and committed by their former legal representation 
6 inadvertently or intentionally in order that justice may truly be served. The Nickersons were not 
7 aware of the summary judgment process that took place. in November 2012. In fact, at that time, 
8 the Nickersons had not even received PHH' s responses to their discovery which according to the 
9 Courts order were due by August 31, 2012, but were not provided until October 18, 2012. This 
1 o was 48 days past the deadline for discovery and 5 months after they were served with them. It 
l l was also 1) after the Nickersons and their counse] had been promised by the Plaintiffs the 
12 discovery would be completed on multiple occasions by specific dates and it was their 
13 understanding the opposing counsel had stipulated with the court to provide them prior to 
14 depositions taking place, and 2) that the Judge was aware of the necessity of the records being 
15 provjded due to the abusive debt collection practices the Nickersons had endured which 
16 included, at a rninimu.m, not being sent statements, receipts, records and other "l.\iTitten and verbal 
J 7 requests for payment, escrow and account documentation, along with communication records, 
18 required to be kept, maintained and provided to the Nickersons under multiple federal guidelines 
19 and regulations-RESPA Regulation X-§1024.35, §1024.36, §1024.38. According to the record 
20 PHH did not even file their discovery responses until after they had initiated summary judgment 
21 proceedings. The Nickersons' counsel did not infonn them of the summary judgment claims or 
22 that the discovery they were awaiting from PHH had been filed. The limited evidence presented 
23 in the incomplete discovery responses would have prevented summary judgment and should 
24 have been presented to the Court by the Nickersons' counsel. Further, the responses should have 
25 been challenged for inconsistent testimony, perjury, and for intentional fraud as available 
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and proactively seeking a speedy remedy. Then, in August 2013, within hours afte.r a personal. 
2 meeting with their counsel, the Nickersons were shocked as his law firm notified and informed 
3 them of his withdrawal months earlier. At that time, the Nickersons filed an appearance prose 
4 and were supposed to have a status hearing to inform the Court of what had and was happening. 
5 However, as mentioned earlier, PHH filed a second motion for summary judgment which forced 
6 the Nickersons to accelerate their defense strategy. Overall, there have been overwhelming acts 
7 of fraud and other assaults perpetrated against the Kickersons in regards to this property. The 
8 Nickersons humbly and desperately beseech, entreat and implore the court to listen, hear and see 
9 the truths and the fraud in this case; to use its power to serve justice in protecting the Nickersons 
10 and their legal rights of home ownership, lawful contract negotiations, and fair debt collection; 
l l and to punish the actions of PHH, Chase and Just Law to a severe enough degree it ·will deter 
12 them from perpetrating such actions on innocent homeowners in the future and that the world at 
13 large may take notice. 
14 Another issue involving timing is the Nickersons' counsel should have objected to the 
15 Nickersons' depositions being used as evidence in the summary judgment process and he should 
16 have filed a motion to suppress the depositions in accordance with I.R.C.P. 32(d)(4) because of 
17 errors and irregularities in the manner in which the testimony was transcribed and the deposition 
18 was prepared, signed, certified, sealed, endorsed, transmitted, and filed. I.R.C.P. 30(e) 
19 Submission to Witness - Changes -Signing, requires the deposition to be submitted to the 
zo witness for review, changes, and signing. The depositions were never submitted to the 
21 Nickersons. The Nickersons were never given the opportunity to review the depositions. The 
22 Nickersons never waived this right nor stipulated to waiving this right. Rather, the Nickersons 
23 understood from their counsel the depositions had been suppressed. Due to the harassment and 
24 abuse of the )lickersons that occurred by opposing counsel during the depositions, the 
25 Nickersons and their counsel wanted to make sure the answers provided clearly reflected the 
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abuse and fraud the Nickersons had suffered at the hands of Chase and PHH during this entire 
2 process. Instead of giving the Nickersons the opportunity to review the depositions, both Chase 
3 and PHH pushed forward with the slUllillary judgment process and submitted the depositions as 
4 evidence. Chase submitted the entire copy of the deposition which does not even include the-
5 signature of the transcriber on the signature line and violates I.R.C.P 30(f)(4)(B) "only those 
6 portions to be used shall be submitted to the court". Chase submitted the depositions as an 
7 exhibit to an affidavit filed by their attorney on October 151\ 2012~just 12 days after the taking 
& of the depositions and PHH references the depositions in documents filed on October 1th, 2012 
9 only 9 days after the taking of the depositions. LR.C.P. 30(e) gives 30 days for the v..i.tness to 
to sign. Clearly, Chase and PHH did not follow the guidelines regarding depositions. They did not 
l l present the depositions to the Nickersons or their attorney for review, changes and signing, did 
l2 not wait the 30 days as required by I.R.C.P. 30(e), and did not file a notice with 1he court as 
13 required by I.R.C.P. 30(f)(3). Therefore, the Nickersons request the Court to suppress the 
14 depositions in accordance with I.R.C.P. 32(d)(4) and all copies be stricken and removed from the 
15 record. 
16 Additionally, the Nickersons had been assured by their counsel prior to being deposed 
17 that Chase and PHH had stipulated (1) there would be Chase and PHH employees present with 
18 their attorneys at the deposition that had the clear authority and power to listen to the 
19 Nickersons' story, clarify and answer any questions, address any concerns, and mediate a final 
20 resolution (2) that due to the extensive harassment and abusive debt collection practices the 
21 Nickersons had experienced at the hands of Chase and PHH the Judge had agreed to be available 
22 during the depositions to protect the Kickersons, (3) that all discovery by PHH and Chase would 
23 have been filed and available to the Ni.ckersons prior to the depositions for their reference during 
24 the depositions. and (4) the Nickersons would have the opportunity to depose their witnesses on 
25 the same date. After travelling to Lewiston, Idaho, with the understanding these agreements had 
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been met and upon arrival at the law office the morning of the depositions, the Nickersons found 
that none of the agreed to stipulations had been met. However, the Nickersons, in good faith, and 
due to the encouragement of their counsel that it was the best way to get their story in front of th 
judge and prove their case, went forward with the depositions. After it became evident the 
opposing cowisel's intention was to use the depositions to harass and abuse the Nickersons, not 
to secure any admissible evidence relating to the case, their counsel stopped the depositions and 
informed the Nickersons that before we proceeded he would fi.1e a motion to strike the 
depositions from the records, get the judge to rule on the scope of the questions that could be 
aske4 file a motion to compel the opposing parties to complete discovery as had been stipulated~ 
and require that we be allowed to depose their witnesses at the same time as had been agreed. As 
fowid out much later, instead of any of that occurring, Chase and PHH immediately filed 
motions for summary judgment. 
PHH's Legal Standing 
In their memorandum in support of summary judgment, the Nickersons question PHH's 
legal standing to bring this action because of the falsity of the documents they rely upon to prove 
beneficial interest and the fraud perpetrated by PHH. PHH argues the Nickersons' claims of 
fraud do not conform with I.R.C.P. 9(b) and the Nickersons have not cited a legal authority. 
First, the Nickersons have set forth in particularity each instance of fraud claimed thus far and 
have clearly identified the circumstances involved. Every document and virtually every 
statement PHH uses to claim standing in this case contains fraud. Second, the legal authority the 
Nickersons relied upon is the centuries old principle ,:Fraud vitiates everything". This principle i 
upheld by the Idaho Supreme Court in Tusch Enterprises v. Coffin, 113 Idaho 37, 740 P.2d 1022 
(1987), 
In its complaint, Tusch Enterprises alleges misrepresentation on the part of Robert 
Vander Boegh. Tusch Enterprises directs the court's attention to Fm11 v. Greenwood, 101 
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Jdaho 387, 613 P.2d 1338 (1980), and argues that the elements of misrepresentation 
outlined therein have been satisfied. The elements are as follows: 
"(1) a representation; (2) its falsity; (3) its materiality; ( 4) the speaker's knowledge of its 
falsity or ignorance of its truth; ( 5) his intent that it should be acted on by the person and 
in the manner reasonably contemplated; ( 6) the hearer's ignorance of its falsity; (7) his 
reliance on the truth; (8) his right to rely thereon; and (9) his consequent and proximate 
injury.'' Id, at 389, 613 P.2d at 1340, quoting Mitchell v. Siqueiros, 99 Idaho 396,401, 
582 P .2d 1074, 1079 (1978). We do not believe Tusch Enterprises' misrepresentation 
claim should be analyzed only with reference to the elements recited in Fmv, supra. [lJ 
fllTo say that all fraudulent misrepresentation must fit within Faw's nine-element 
formulation misconstrues the very nature of fraud. "Fraud vitiates everything it touches. 
lt is difficult to define; there is no absolute rule as to what facts constituted I sic] fraud; 
and the law does not provide one 'lest knavish ingenuity may avoid it."' Massey-
Ferguson, Inc. v. Bent Equipment Company, 283 F.2d 12, 15 (5th Cir.1960). "[T]he law 
does not define fraud; it needs no definition~ it is as old as falsehood and as versable as 
human ingenuity." Id. 
A. ERROR IN LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
The Complaint filed has the wrong legal description. PHH claims scrivener error. Jason 
Rammell of Just Law signed the Complaint verifying its accuracy. It is his responsibility to 
verify the accuracy of the document and make certain he is foreclosing on the right property. 
This is reminiscent ofrobo-signing where the person signing is just pushing the document 
through so they fraudulently execute it without verifying the infonnation contained within it It 
is also important to note the complaint claims a default as of January 1, 2009, which was 
disputed and proven wrong by the >Tickersons well before this complaint was filed on January 
10, 2011, and PHH has changed the alleged default amount multiple times since then. 
Incidentally, PHH was also made aware of the inaccuracies of the documents at that time, but 
arrogantly chose to ignore them and proceed. 
B. BENEFICIAL INTEREST 
As a matter of law and common moral ethics, PHH did not have the legal or ethical right to 
pursue any action until such date as they held beneficial interest in the property. They claim 
beneficial interest as of June 9, 201 O; however, PHH 1) claimed a default of 14 months on 
February 12, 2010, and stated they intended to foreclose, 2) ignored the Nickersons' factual 
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dispute of the claimed default and refused to work with the Nickersons to resolve the disputed 
2 default, 3) refused to accept any further payments and prohibited the Kickersons from making 
3 any, 4) claimed to have no account history or documentation from Chase even though the 
4 Nickersons were informed by Chase all records were transferred to PHH (Note: If you do not 
s have beneficial interest, nor the account history and cannot produce account records, you cannot 
6 legally claim or prove a default.), 5) sent a letter to the Nickersons referring them to a 
7 foreclosure attorney on May 25, 2010, 6) reported late payments to credit bureaus, and 7) 
8 appointed Just Law as trustee on June 4, 2010. They did all of this prior to allegedly obtaining 
9 beneficial interest in the fraudulent Deed of Trust on June 9, 2010. Clearly, PHH intentionally> 
1 o fraudulently and maliciously pursued an illegal foreclosure with no regard for the law or the 
11 Nickersons' rights. 
12 PHH asserts these claims only apply to the non-judicial foreclosure action they illegally 
l 3 attempted and were then stopped. Not because it was illegal, but because they got caught. 
14 However. the Nickersons claims are factual and reflect and apply to the dealings and 
15 communications with PHH and Just Law in both the non-judicial and judicial foreclosure. PHH 
16 still did not acknowledge the Nickersons' factual dispute of default and refused to work in good 
I 7 faith with or for the Nickersons to resolve the dispute. In Idaho, the implied covenant of good 
18 faith and fair dealing is implied by law in every contract and requires that tb.e parties perform, in 
19 good faith, the obligations imposed by their agreement. Idaho Power Co. v Cogeneration, Inc. 
20 134 fdaho 738, 750, 9 P .3d 1204, 1216 (2000). This duty obligates the parties to cooperate with 
21 each other so that each may obtain the full benefit of performance. First Nat 'l Bank v. Bliss 
22 Valley Foods, 121 Idaho 266, 288, 824 P2.d 841, 863 (1992) ( "Bliss Valley"), quoting Badgett v. 
23 Sec. State Bank, 116 Wash. 2d 563, 569, 807 P.2d 356, 360 (1991). The violation of such 
24 covenant occurs "when either party violates, nullifies or significantly impairs any benefit of the 
25 contract." Idaho Power, 134 Idaho at 738, 9 P.3d at 1216. PHH refused to verify the disputed 
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default even after the Nickersons proved it was wrong, refused to accept payments, prohibited 
2 Nickersons from making payments, and pursued this fraudulent foreclosure. PHH would not 
3 work with or for the Nickersons no matter how the Nickersons pleaded or what the Nickersons 
4 attempted. This violated the ~ickersons at the very core of fair debt collection and truth and 
5 lending practices and was a gross assault on their property rights. PHH initiated foreclosure, 
6 blocked the Nickersons efforts to resolve their factual dispute of default, claimed they did not 
7 have the account records and prohibited the Nickersons from making payments all prior to 
8 obtaining alleged beneficial interest. These actions can not and should not be condoned by this 
9 court, but rather, PHH' s complaint for foreclosure should be dismissed. 
10 C. VALIDITY OF DEED OF TRUST and D. DEED OF TRUST FRAUDULENT 
11 The fraud begins in this case right at the closing table. This is an extremely sensitive and 
12 emotionally volatile factor in this case for the Nickersons because the Nickersons CLEARLY 
13 communicated they were only v..illing to sign or execute a Mortgage for the purchase of a 
14 property in Idaho. In fact, the Nickerson.s almost terminated the closing on this property at the 
IS closing table due to the ambiguity of the closing documents. Coldwell Banker employees 
16 verbally and in writing assured the Closing Agent and the Nickersons they were getting a 
17 Mortgage as agreed and promised and not a Deed of Trust. Witness testimony and 
l8 documentation can be presented to prove that Coldwell Banker was contacted by the Closing 
19 Agent and the Nickersons during the closing, and the agent and the Nickersons were assured 
20 verbally and in writing that a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust was the instrument being executed 
21 and Coldwell further indicated a Mortgage was the only instrument that could be executed on 
22 this property so the Nickersons should not be concerned. The very fact a Deed of Trust was filed 
23 originally and subsequently by any of the entities involved would have been in violation of LC. 
24 §§ 26-31-211(5)(7)(8) if that law had been in place at the time. Apparently, the fraud that had 
25 been perpetrated by the parties involved in mortgage origination and lending was so great that 
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Idaho decided to adopt I.C. § 26-31 IDAHO RESIDENTIAL :\10RTGAGE PRACTICES ACT 
in 2009 which includes section 211 PROHIBITED PRACTICES OF MORTGAGE BROKERS 
AND MORTGAGE LENDERS. "No mortgage broker or mortgage lender licensee under this 
part or person required under this part to have such license shall: 
(5) Engage in any misrepresentation or omission of a material fact in connection with 
residential mortgage loan; 
(7) Make any false promise likely to influence or persuade, or pursue a course o 
misrepresentations and false promises through mortgage loan originators or other agents, o 
through advertising or otherwise; 
(8) Misrepresen4 circumvent or conceal, through whatever subterfuge or device, any o 
the material tenns of a residential mortgage loan transaction;" 
Coldwell Banker should have issued a Mortgage and they knew it; however, they 
fraudulently misrepresented to the Nickersons that the instrument being executed was, in fact, a 
Mortgage. Without a doubt, the Nickersons did not and were not willing to execute anything but 
a Mortgage. Funher, at no time have the Nickersons kno\\<'ingly or willingly admitted 1hat they 
executed a Deed of Trust on this property. For any person or entity to say, state or imply 
otherwise is a lie and a malicious attempt to deceive this court and misrepresent the facts of this 
case. The fact that Coldwell Banker represented that this Deed of Trust was really a Mortgage 
vitiates the Deed of Trust. ""[A)greements and communications prior to or contemporaneous 
with the adoption of a writing are admissible in evidence to establish fraud.'' Tusch Enterprises v. 
Coffin, 113 Idaho 37, 45 n. 5,740 P.2d 1022, 1030 n. 5 (1987), Mikesellv. Newworld 
Development Corp., 122 Idaho 868,876,840 P.2d 1090, 1098 (Ct.App.1992). Fraud vitiates the 
specific terms of the agreement and can provide a basis for demonstrating that the parties agreed 
to something apart from or in addition to the written documents." Aspiazu v. Mortimer, 13 9 
Idaho 548, 82 P.3d 830 (2003). It is also important to note PHH and Chase have also 
subsequently violated I.C. §§ 26-31-211 (5) and (8) in their current handling of this case with the 
misrepresentatio~ concealment and omission of material facts to the Nickersons and the court. 
In addition, they attempted and are continuing to attempt to circumvent the judicial process by 
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1 illegally foreclosing with a kno,vn to them fraudulent Deed of Trust Further, this fraud was also 
2 perpetrated on Fannie Mae. 
3 PHH is correct in their argument that a deed of trust can be used to judicially foreclose. 
4 However, they have erred in their interpretation of Frazier v. Neilson & Co. in stating that a deed 
5 of trust on property exceeding 40 acres is simply to be treated as a mortgage in the foreclosure 
6 process. '"Because the legislature has created a separate scheme for deeds of trust, the rationale 
7 for Brmvn v. Bryan, that mortgages and deeds of trust are functional equivalents, is undercut. 
8 The legislature obviously intended separate treatment; therefore, they are not functionally the 
9 same-. A mortgage and a deed of trust are also separately defined. Compare J.C.§ 45-901 vvith 
10 LC. § 45-1502(3). "Frazier v. Neilsen & Co, 115 Idaho 739, 769 P. 2d 1111 (1989). Therefore, 
11 since the Nickersons' property is in excess of 40 acres. according to l.C. § 45-1502(5)(c) a deed 
12 of trust could not legally be used. The. Deed of Trust itself is fraud. It is important to note that 
13 because of this fraud PHH and Just Law attempted a non-judicial foreclosure even though the 
14 Nickersons challenged its legality prior to the filing of it, and Just Law only stopped it, by their 
15 own admission, not because it was illegal, but because the Nickersons started to pursue legal 
16 action against them. 
17 Additionally, the Court may find that PHH is once again committing fraud against the 
18 Court and the Nickersons in their argument concerning this issue. In their reply PHH states: 
19 "In the event a deed of trust is recorded against real property exceeding 40 acres, the 
20 remedy is to treat the deed of trust as a mortgage because by statute the trustee is not 
21 authorized to exercise power of sale in nonjudicial foreclosure proceedings. Frazier v. 
22 Neilsen & Co, 115 Idaho 739, 769 P. 2d 1111, 1114 (1989). 
23 Exceeding the statutorily authorized acreage amount does not render a deed of trust 
24 invalid; rather, it prevents nonjudicial foreclosure by a trustee with power of sale. As a 
25 matter of law, the Nickersons' argument has no merit." 
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As shown above, Frazier v. Neilsen & Co clearly points out mortgages and deeds of trust are not 
functionally the same and are separately defined. Exceeding the statutorily authorized acreage 
amoW1t is illegal. PHH is once again attempting to deceive the court and the Nickersons by 
purposefully misconstruing the legal authority they cite and using their obviously faulty 
interpretation to state "As a matter oflaw, the Nickersons' argument has no merit." As a matter 
of law, a deed of trust was illegally used and can have no binding on the Nickersons or their 
property and therefore, the use thereof is fraudulent. Fwthermore, Just Law, on their own 
website, states; .. Action on a deed of trust is governed by LC.§§ 45-1502 through 45-1515. A 
deed of trust may be used to secure a loan when the trust property consists of 40 acres or less, or 
is real property locat~ within an incorporated city or village at the time of transfer." Just Law in 
providing Idaho law summary is admitting a deed of trust could not be used on the Nickersons' 
property. According to Mr. Manwaring, "The Internet provides reliable information on verified 
sites whose accuracy cannot be reasonably questioned." It is certainly up to the Court to 
determine if www.justlawidaho.com can be considered a verified site, but either way, certainly 
Mr. Manwaring is not prepared to argue against that which his o~n firm has stated on their own 
site to be the proper interpretation of this law. 
E. STANDING TO ENFORCE NOTE 
PHH is not the ).Tote Holder. The Note is not indorsed to PHH. PHH claims to be the same a 
Cendant Mortgage, however, according to their filings with the Idaho Secretary of State this 
change took place in 2005. At that time, Fannie Mae held the Note so the current indorsement 
on the copy of the )J' ote provided to the Coun had to take place prior to that rime and could not 
have occurred the way PHH claims. PHH claims Fannie Mae assigned the 1\ote back to them 
and the Note was assigned as indicated on the allonges to the Note. There is no indorsement on 
the Note from Fannie Mae to PHH and Fannie Mae could not have made a mistake and thought 
PHH was really Cendant 5 years after the name change. Further, the evidence shows Fannie 
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Mae transferred the loan to Chase on December 3, 2009 (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in 
2 Support of Summary Judgment, Exhibits 6 and 9). Both Chase and PHH claim Chase never 
3 ov.med the Note and there is no record of the transfer from Fannie Mae to Chase in the county 
4 records as the Notice of New Creditor letter (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of 
5 Summary Judgment, Exhibit 9) claims. Clearly, fraud is present in PHH's claim of how the Note 
6 was transferred. 
7 Additionally, for PHH to be the note holder, the Note must be indorsed to them and they 
s must be in possession of the original note. PHfl has not provided the original Kote and cannot 
9 legally claim "holder" status. Also, if PHH really holds the Note as a result of the alleged 
lo assignment to them by Chase, then, assuming their intent would be to uphold the law and not to 
11 defraud the Nickersons and the court, they would have sent a "'Notice of New Creditor Letter", 
12 pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 164l(g), to the Nickersons. Since they did not, it is a further admission 
13 by PHfl that they are not the Nickersons' creditor, they are not the note holder, and they are 
14 committing fraud on the court and th.e Nickersons. 
15 F. ASSIGNMENT FROM COLDWELL BANK.ER TO CHASE \VAS FRAUD{;'LENT 
l6 Notes must be negotiated. LC. §§ 28-3-203; 205; 301; and 303 do not mention anything 
17 about assigning, however, they do mention transfer, because that is a form negotiation. J.C. §§ 
18 28-3-201 (1 )"Negotiation" means a transfer of possession and 28-3-201 (2) , '" .. .if an instrument 
19 is payable to an identified person, negotiation requires transfer of possession of the instrument 
20 and its indorsement by the holder ... " The Assignment of Deed of Trust from Coldwell Banker 
21 to Chase is fraudulent. At the time of this assignment, November 20, 2007, Coldwell Banker did 
22 not hold the Note. PHH has admitted the Note was transferred to Fannie Mae back in 2002, and 
23 Fannie Mae claims ownership from December 2002 to December 2009. Therefore, not only 
24 could Coldwell not assig~ transfer, or sell its' interest in a note it did not hold or own, it could 
25 not record this document in the county records because this transaction could have never 
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occurred. This docwnent should not even exist. This is fraud not only against the Nickersons but 
2 against the court as well because the purpose of recording assignments in the county records is 
3 to give notice to the world who owns the Deed of Trust and Note. This document provides 
4 notice that Chase is the new holder of the Note and Deed of Trust when, in fact, they were not 
5 and, according to them, never claimed to be. PHH and Fannie Mae claim Fannie Mae was the 
6 o\vner at this time and Chase claims they were only the servicer not the owner. On a side note: 
7 Based on the Court's memorandums dated November 16, 2012, it appears the Court is of the 
8 belief that Chase was the initial servicer of the Note in 2002 and then transferred servicing to 
9 PHH in 2010. This beliefis incorrect. It is an undisputed fact that Coldwell Banker serviced the 
10 >l"ote from loan origination in 2002 until November 2007 at which time they transfe.rred 
11 servicing rights to Chase. See Affidavit of John C. Mitchell dated January 22, 2013, Exhibit D 
12 letter from Coldwell Banker dated October 19, 2007. 
13 The legal authority for stating this assignment document is null and void is the principle 
14 found in Tusch Enterprises v. Coffin referenced above "Fraud vitiates everything it touches.'' 
15 The evidence for robo-signing and fake notarization cannot simply be ignored. The evidence 
16 for robo-signing is clearly laid out and PHH's claims of hearsay are misplaced because of the 
17 hearsay exception in I.RE. 803(14) Records of documents affecting an interest in property. The 
18 evidence for robo-signingpresented is from publicly recorded documents affecting an interest in 
19 real property. Robo-signing is a fraudulent act. 
20 This assignment is fraudulent. Coldwell attempts to transfer interest in a note it did not hold, 
21 the note itself contains no indorsement from Coldwell to Chase and the evidence clearly shows 
22 Fannie Mae held the note at this point in time. In addition, it was fraudulently created and 
23 executed by robo-signers. 
24 G. ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST AND NOTE FROM CHASE TO PHH WAS 
25 FRAUDULENT 
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As referenced in point F above, Notes must be negotiated - a transfer in possession must 
2 occur. The Assignment of De-ed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note from Chase to PHH is 
3 fraudulent. Chase could not assign, sell, or transfer interest in something they had no interest. 
4 This is fraud not only against the Nickersons but against the court as well because the purpose o 
5 recording assignments in the county records is to give notice to the world who owns the Deed of 
6 Trust and Note. Both PHH and Chase claim Chase did not own the note, but a Notice of New 
7 Creditor Letter from Chase to the l\ickersons' claims Chase did own the Note. How can one 
8 determine the truth when so many lies are presented? 
9 In addition to the fraud above, is the fact the document references a trustee that is yet to be 
10 appointed. This validates the malicious intent to fraudulently foreclose on the Nickersons 
11 without any effort for resolution or other remedies. 
12 This document is also robo-signed. The evidence for robo-signing falls under I.R.E. 803(24). 
13 Robo-signing is a fraudulent act. 
14 This assignment is fraudulent. Chase attempts to transfer interest in a note it did not hold. 
15 Chase c1aims they did not own the note but were servicers only. Additionally, the assignment 
16 refe.rences a trustee that is yet to be appointed and it is fraudulently executed by robo-signers. 
17 H. DEFAULT 
18 PHH no\.v claims the Nickersons missed 9 payments ($20,960.91). However, in February 
19 2010, PHH claimed the Nickersons had missed 14 payments ($32~605.66). This is a difference 
20 of $11,644.75. This difference constitutes significant and substantial accounting errors which 
21 should not be glossed over and cannot be ignored. Further, at that time, the Nickersons disputed 
22 the default, challenge-d the accuracy of the records, and proved payments had been made, but 
23 PHH refused to provide proof of the default or even research the Nickersons' disputes. In fact, 
24 PHH claimed it did not have any of Chase's account records. If you do not have the account 
25 records, how can you claim a default? As a matter oflaw and utilizing the common sense rule o 
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duh, you cannot. It has taken this Court's ruling in order for PHH to research the issue and now 
2 state in a new sworn to affidavit as their proof of default that the Kickersons missed 9 payments. 
3 All it takes is for one or two more reviews to be completed that prove errors like this one and 
4 their ovm witness, Ron Casperite, will corroborate the Nickersons' stand there is no default. 
5 Obviously, Mr. Casperite does not have a problem swearing to statements that are false or ones 
6 that he has not verified as true and be does not have a problem v,,ith making up contradictory 
7 account records. In his second affidavit, 1vir. Casperite provides an illustrative loan history 
8 claiming the Nickersons missed 9 payments and demonstrating a principal balance of 
9 S259,983.72 just prior to transfer. Yet, he goes on to contradict himself and claim "upon PHH's 
10 receipt from Chase of the Nickersons' loan, the principal balance was $261,170.62." In addition, 
11 when he transferred the data over from Chase's account history to his own he did not transfer 
12 over the principal balance Chase reflected in their account history, but instead inserted his own. 
13 No documentation from Chase has been provided demonstrating that upon transfer of the loan 
14 the principal balance was $261, l 70.62. In fact, the only documentation provided by Chase 
15 clearly and unequivocally sliows a principal balance of$-1,186.90 as of January 21, 2010. Mr. 
16 Casperite's testimony is contradictory, has no evidentiary basis, constitutes fraud on the court 
17 and the Nickersons, and should not be considered reliable or trustworthy. Furthermore, it proves 
18 the Nickersons case. 
l 9 The Nickersons were and are correct in disputing the accuracy of the accounting records and 
20 default at that time as they are now. The Nickersons contend there is no default. The Nickersons 
21 were told by Chase they were in good standing and based upon the evidence presented by PHH 
22 in the first Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins there could be no default. The accowlt history PHH 
23 is using to allege 9 missed payments establishes a principal balance on the account as of January 
24 21, 2010, of S-1,186.90. There is no indication in the account history that this principal balance 
25 is due to a transfer of the account. In fact, PHH claims the transfer did not occur until February 
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5, 2010. Also, according to the account history, the principal balance on the account was $0.00 
2 on November 11, 2009, due to a payment credited on that date which is long before any transfer. 
3 Therefore, if the Court is going to use this account history to acc.ept PHH' s claim of 9 missed 
4 payments, then the Court is validating this account history is correct and must.accept it in its 
s entirety and rule there is no default because there is no outstanding principal balance owed. 
6 Further, this court should order PHH give the Nickersons a clear title and record a satisfaction o 
7 mortgage. However, if the Court determines the principal balance on this account history is 
8 incorrect, then the Court is ruling Chase, s account history is inaccurate and therefore, it cannot 
9 be used to prove a default of any amount and beyond that -validates the Nickersons' prior claims 
JO of Breach of Contract and Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair dealing. Furthermore, if 
11 the Court would require Chase and PHH to provide the federally mandated account record 
12 documentation and communication records that were requested in discovery, the Court would 
13 have no alternative but to grant the Nickersons summary judgment and to inform the appropriate 
14 authorities of the criminal activities of PHH, Chase and Just Law. Our previous counsel believed 
LS and continues to believe that whoever was driving the fraud against the Nickersons should and 
16 would at some point be going to jail. He has since confessed his failure to seek justice in this 
17 case was due to his hands being tied by his firm and the opposing counsel, but has not changed 
18 his legal opinion regarding how justice should be served in this case. 
19 I. FRAUD 
20 The Nickersons are pleading with the Court to see the whole picture and the multi layers of 
21 fraud that PHH and Chase have perpetrated in this case and rule accordingly. As demonstrated 
22 above, PHH has attempted to deceive the Court and the Nickersons twice in this response alone. 
23 Also, demonstrated above is that 1he fraud committed by PHH and their accomplices started at 
24 the closing table as they apparently fraudulently crafted a Deed of Trust and this fraud continues 
25 to this day in their responses. Fraud is present in virtually each and every 
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representation/communication that PHH has made throughout this entire process. Below is a 
2 reiteration of some of the most salient acts of fraud perpetrated by PHH, Chase and Just Law 
3 against the Nickersons, the Court, and the world at large: 
4 1. Coldwell presented an instrument to the Nickersons at the closing table. 
5 i. Statement of fact - After being confronted by the Nickersons and the closing 
6 agent telling them the Nickersons were only willing to sign a Mortgage and 
7 that only a Mortgage and not a Deed of Trust could be used on their property, 
8 Coldwell told the Kickersons that a Mortgage was the instrument being 
9 executed and that Coldwell recognized the Idaho Statutes definitions for real 
1 O property allowed to be secured by a deed of trust. They assured the 
11 1\"ickersons they were executing a Mortgage. 
12 ii. Its falsity - Deeds of trust and mortgages are not the same. Idaho code 
13 separately defines mortgages and deeds of trust. They are not functionally the 
14 same. Frazier v. Neilsen & Co, 115 Idaho 739, 769 P. 2d 1111 (1989). 
15 iii. Its materiality- A Mortgage not a Deed of Trust is the instrument the 
16 Nickersons executed for security in the J\ote. 
17 iv. PHH's knowledge of its falsity-The Nickersons and the closing agent 
18 informed Coldwell of the Idaho Statutes regarding deeds of trust. Coldwell 
19 stated they reviewed the statutes and then claimed the instrument PHH is now 
20 calling a Deed of Trust was a Mortgage which is clearly false according to 
21 Idaho law. 
22 v. PHH's intent to induce reliance-Coldwell wanted to close on the loan and 
23 the Nickersons would only close on a mortgage, so Coldwell told them they 
24 were executing a mortgage. 
25 




























v1. The Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement-At that time, and 
because they believed Coldwell to be a nationally recognized and reputable 
company, the Nickersons had no reason not to believe Coldwell was telling 
them the truth. 
vii. Reliance by the Nickersons - The Nickersons signed what they believed to be 
a Mortgage. 
viii. The 1\ickersons' right to rely- The Nickersons were closing on their new 
ranch. 
ix. Consequent and proximate injury- The Deed of Trust is illegal and clouds 
the marketability of the property. Anyone claiming interest in the Deed of 
Trust could have attempted a non-judicial foreclosure. Again it is important 
to note, that because of this fraud PHH and Just Law attempted a non-judicial 
foreclosure even though the Nickersons challenged its Legality prior to the 
filing of i~ and only stopped it, not because it was illegal, but because the 
Nickersons started to pursue legal action against them. 
2. PHH's standing to enforce the note. 
1. Statement of Fact- PHH claims to be the Note holder by virtue of transfer 
from Fannie Mae and the allonges on the note. 
ii. Its falsity - There is no indorsement from Fannie Mae to PHH. The only 
indorsement on the note has Cendant Mortgage. The name change from 
Cendant to PHH took place in 2005 which is five years prior to when PHH 
claims Fannie Mae transferred the note to them. Fannie Mae could not have 
indorsed the Note to Cendant. PHH claims Fannie Mae transferred the Note 
to them, but the evidence shows Fannie Mae transferred the Note to Chase. 
However, Chase claims no ownership. There is no recording of a transfer 






























from PHH to Fannie Mae or from Fannie Mae to PHH or from Fannie Mae to 
Chase and PHH has not provided the original Note. There are so many lies 
regarding this transaction. How do you determine the truth? 
m. Its materiality - Providing proof of holder status is required to have standing 
to enforce the note. 
iv. PHH's knowle-dge ofits falsity-There is no indorsement on the note from 
Fannie Mae to PHH nor is any transfer of the Note or Deed of Trust recorded 
in the county records from Fannie Mae to PHH. 
v. PHH's intent to induce reliance - PHH is trying to prove they are the note 
holder in order to enforce it. 
vi. The Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement - The Nickersons 
had no idea the note had been transferred to Fannie Mae. In fact, the 
Nickersons thought and were told their property and loan did not meet the 
Fannie Mae qualifications and guidelines. Perhaps, this is the very reason 
Coldwell crafted an illegal deed of trust instead of a mortgage, so that they 
could bypass Fannie Mae guidelines and sell the Note to them. 
vii. Reliance by the Nickersons - The Nickersons had to take this statement for 
face value and did not discover its falsity until contacting Fannie Mae. 
viii. The Nickersons' right to rely - They are defending against PHH's fraudulent 
claim for foreclosure. 
ix. Consequent and proximate injury- Foreclosure. The 1oss of their investment 
in the property and the loss of years of hard work in building up and 
establishing equity in their property. 
The assignment from Coldwell to Chase is fraudulent. 




























1. Statement of Fact- Coldwell is assigning its' interest in the Note and Deed o 
Trust to Chase. 
11. Its falsity- PHH claims Coldwell transferred the Note to Fannie Mae which 
Fannie Mae has confirmed. Therefore, not only could Coldwell not assign, 
transfer, or sell it's interest in a note it did not hold or own, it could not recor 
this document in the county records. This document should not even exist. 
This is fraud not only against the Nickersons but against the court and the 
world at large as well because the purpose of recording assignments in the 
county records is to give notice to the world who owns the Deed of Trust and 
Note. This document provides notice that Chase is the new holder of the Note 
and Deed of Trust when in fact they were not at that time and never claimed 
to be. PHH and Fannie lvlae claim Fannie Mae was the owner at this time and 
Chase claims they were only the servicer not the m.vner. 
m. Its materiality- Providing a clear chain of title to a Note and Deed of Trust 
ensures the borrower does not face the possibility of double indemnity and 
ensures only one entity can enforce the Note. 
iv. PHH's knowledge of its falsity-PHH has confirmed the Note was 
transferred to Fannie Mae not Chase. 
v. PHH's intent to induce reliance-PHH is trying to provide a chain of title in 
order to prove they are the Note holder in order to enforce it. 
v1. The Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement- The Nickersons 
had no idea the Note had been transferred to Fannie Mae. In fact, there is no 
record of transfer of the Note or Deed of Trust from Coldwell to Fannie Mae. 
vii. Reliance by the Nickersons - The Nickersons had to take this statement for 
face value and did not discover its falsity until contacting Fannie Mae. 




























viii. The Nickersons' right to rely-They are defending against PHH's fraudulent 
claim for foreclosure. 
1x. Consequent and proximate injury - Foreclosure. The loss of their investment 
in the property and the loss of years of hard work in building up and 
establishing equity in their property. 
4. The assignment from Chase to PHH is fraudulent. 
1. Statement of Fact - Chase is assigning its' interest in the Note and Deed of 
Trust to PHH. 
11. Its falsity- Chase claims it never O'wned the ~ote. There is no record of 
assignment from Fannie Mae to Chase. This document is I 00% fraud. This 
document should have never been recorded in -the county records. Chase 
claims they were only the servicer not the oy,;ner. 
m. Its materiality- providing a clear chain of title to a Note and Deed of Trust 
ensures the borrower does not face the possibility of double indemnity and 
ensures only one entity can enforce the Note. 
1v. PHH's knowledge of its falsity-PHH claims the Note ,ivas transferred to 
them from Fannie Mae not Chase. 
v. PHH's intent to induce reliance-:-PHH is trying to provide a chain of title in 
order to prove they are the Note holder in order to enforce it. 
vi. The Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement-The Nickersons 
had no idea of who the Note had been transferred to. In fact, there is no 
record of transfer of the Note or Deed of Trust from Fannie Mae to Chase. 
vii. Reliance by the Nickersons - The ).l"ickersons had to take this statement for 
face value and did not discover its falsity until contacting Fannie Mae. 





























vm. The Nickersons' right to rely- They are defending against PHH's fraudulent 
claim for foreclosure . 
1x. Consequent and proximate injury -Foreclosure. The loss of their investment 
in the property and the loss of years of hard work in building up and 
establishing equity in their propeny. 
PHH began and continues in the current action lmowing the default claimed was 
proven Vvrong. 
1. Statement of fact - The Nickersons were in default as of January 1, 2009, and 
were 14 months behind as of February 12, 2010. 
11. Its falsity- PHH, in their latest affidavit, now state the Nickersons have 
missed 9 payments. At the time of PHH' s original claim of default the 
Nickersons disputed it, told them about all of the accounting issues they had 
with Chase, informed them that Chase was accepting payments and told the 
Nickersons they were in good standing, and the Nickersons provided PHH 
'\ivith proof of payments made. Knowing all of this, PHH refused to accept 
payments from the Nickersons, PHH illegally attempted a non-judicial 
foreclosure and after being forced stop that action, they fraudulently filed for 
a judicial foreclosure. 
m. Its materiality-Default must have occurred in order to foreclose. 
iv. PHH's knowledge of its falsity - The Nickersons disputed the default and 
provided proof of payments. 
v. PHH's intent to induce reliance - PHH is trying to foreclose. 
vi. The Nickersons' ignorance of the falsity of the statement- The Nickersons 
were not ignorant of the falsity of the statement, but immediately refuted it. 
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2 
vii. Reliance by the Nickersons - The Nickersons have relied on this statement to 
prove PHH's fraudulent actions. 
3 viii. The Nickersons' right to rely- They are defending against PHH's fraudulent 
4 claim for foreclosure. 
5 ix. Consequent and proximate injury - Foreclosure. The loss of their investment 
6 in the property and the loss of years of hard work in building up and 
7 establishing equity in their property. 
s As stated above, the legal authority the Nickersons cite for asking the court to grant 
9 summary judgment in their favor is found in Tusch Enterprises v. Coffin, 113 Idaho 3 7, 7 40 P .2d 
lO 1022 (1987). "To say that all fraudulent misrepresentation must fit within Faw's nine-element 
l l formulation misconstrues the very nature of fraud. "Fraud vitiates everything it touches. It is 
12 difficult to define; there is no absolute rule as to what facts constituted [sic] fraud; and the law 
13 does not provide one 'lest knavish ingenuity may avoid it.''' Massey-Ferguson, Inc. v. Bent 
14 Equipment Company, 283 F.2d 12, 15 (5th Cir.1960). 'TT]he law does not define fraud; it needs 
15 no definition; it is as old as falsehood and as versable as human ingenuity." Id." 
16 Clearly, the Nickersons have made their case for fraud. PHH and their accomplices have 
17 known that from the time ofloan origination at the closing table that the Deed of Trust used was 
l& illegal. PHH knew their claim of default was wrong. PHH has misrepresented to the court and 
19 the Nickersons how the Note was negotiated and transferred. PHH has Lied in the affidavits 
20 presented to the Court. As stated before virtuaUy every claim, statement, and document PHH 
21 uses in this case is fraud. Their intention is not only for the Nickersons to rely on them, but this 
22 court as well and the injury done to the Nickersons is obvious - PHH talces their property and the 
23 Nickersons lose twenty plus years of equity. 
24 Conclusion 
25 
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In conclusion, the inability of PHH, Chase and Just Law to continue to perpetrate their 
2 fraud with unlawful monetary gain formulates the basis and intent of messing up and losing 
3 account records, emotionally traumatizing and financially handicapping the Nickersons with 
4 threats and abusive debt co11ection practices when no unpaid debt existed at that time according 
5 to the agreements and tenn.s of loan, falsifying information ~eported to credit agencies to destroy 
6 the Kickersons' credit rating and financial stability, thereby preventing them from obtaining 
7 monies from other resources to satisfy this loan, refusing payments to create late payments, 
8 fabricating and changing default amounts, and pursuing this foreclosure in order to handicap the 
9 1\"ickersons' financial stability and prevent them from exposing the criminal activities involving 
Io this account. 
11 The lies and deception PHH uses to attempt to prove standing precludes their ability to 
12 provide a clear chain of title to the Deed of Trust and Note and therefore, they do not have 
13 standing in this case. Additionally, the Deed of Trust is fraudulent and illegal, and their claims of 
14 default are evidenced only by contradictory testimony and proven invalid by the account records 
15 provided. 
16 PHH has committed fraud on the Nickersons and this Court, PHH cannot prove legal 
17 standing and PHH cannot prove default. Therefore, as a matter of law, PHH's motion for 
18 summary judgment must be denied and the Nickersons' motion for summary judgment must be 
19 granted. 
20 
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3 
4 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
6 Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 .., 
I 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
g Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
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Case No. : CV 2011 -28 
RESPONSE I~ OPPOSITIO~ TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO CONFORJ\11 
TO EVIDENCE-
17 The Nickersons oppose PHH's motion to amend on the following grounds: 
18 First, it appears PHH is misconstruing I.R.C.P. lS(b). Amendments to Conform to the 
19 E~idence which states "V/hen issues not raised by the pleading are tried by express or implied 
20 consent of the parties, they shall be treated in all respects as if they had been raised in the 
21 pleadings. Such amendment of the pleadings as may be necessary to cause them to conform to 
22 the evidence and to raise these issues may be made upon motion of any party at any time, even 
23 after judgment; but failure so to amend does not affect the result of the trial of these issues. If 
24 evidence is objected to at the trial on the ground that it is not within the issues made by the 
25 pleadings, the court may allow the pleadings to be amended and shall do so freely when 
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the presentation of the merits of the action will be subserved thereby and the objecting party fails 
2 to satisfy the court that the admission of such evidence would prejudice the party in 
3 maintaining the party's action or defense upon the merits. The court may grant a continuance to 
4 enable the objecting party to meet such evidence." This panicular rule appears to be specifically 
5 addressing issues at trial and therefore would not apply to this situation at this time in this case. 
6 The Plaintiff has admitted their legal description is wrong and they are trying to illegally 
7 foreclose on the wrong property. There is no argument. This is a blatant error or omission that is 
& fatal to their Complaint. Therefore, the Nickersons request the Complaint be dismissed and that 
9 the Court recognize that allowing this motion to be granted would prejudice the Nickersons, 
JO defense and any further actions made by the Nickersons. 
11 Second, PHH also cites I.R.C.P. 54(c). Quoting Mr. Manwaring, "under I.R.C.P. 54(c), 
12 any judgment of foreclosure would require setting forth the complete legal description and grant 
13 the full relief Plaintiff is entitled to even if the complaint contains a scrivener's error." Again, 
14 this particular rule is specifically addressing the issue of relief in a demand for judgment. and the 
I 5 Defendant fails to see how Mr. Manwaring derives any inference regarding amending their legal 
16 description or claiming scrivener error in order to amend their legal description based on that 
17 scrivener"s error from this particular rule. The Nickersons request the Court review this rule and 
I B acknowledge that it does not apply as presented by 1'.fr. Manwaring when making its ruling. 
19 Third, PHH claims scrivene-r error and requests the court to change their Complaint so 
20 they might have an accurate legal description of the property they are attempting to foreclose on. 
21 However, the Nickersons respectfully request the Court remember the seriousness and far 
22 reaching consequences of a foreclosure action and the sober responsibility of the person who 
23 signs such a complaint to verify its' accuracy before it is filed with the court. The criminal aspect 
24 of robe-signing involves a person signing and pushing documents through so that they are 
25 fraudulently executed without verifying the information contained within it thus ultimately 
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1 contaminating the true and correct records that the Court maintains so the world at large may 
2 take notice who the real and actual owner of a property is. This error, which we consider a grave 
3 one as it goes toward establishing the property that is being foreclosed upon, that is being cited 
4 by Mr. Manwaring as a scrivener error is indicative ofrobo-signing and the inaccurate record 
5 keeping practices the Nickersons have experienced with the Plaintiff and their accomplices. This 
6 error goes toward demonstrating the carelessness and negligence that have been observed by the 
i Nickersons throughout their dealings with PHH, Chase and Just Law and in their attempts to 
8 research and defend this case. We would ask the Court note this for the record and consider it in 
9 all rulings relating to this litigation. Virtually every statement made by PHH is fraudulent in this 
lo action and allowing them to correct this fatal flaw in the Complaint unduly prejudices the 
11 Nickersons because it allows PHH to conceal their reckless and deceptive patterns and continue 
12 their fraudulent action. Furthermore, as a matter of record, the Nickersons have never willingly 
13 or knowingly acknowledged or agreed to the authenticity or the legality of this deed of trust, and 
14 have always clearly understood and unreservedly maintained they did not execute a deed of trust. 
15 Wherefore, the Nickersons request PHH's motion to conform to evidence be denied. 
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below, and addressed to the following: 
3 
4 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
I PO Box 50271 6 Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
7 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idaho County District Court 
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Case No.: CV 2011-28 
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PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
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The Nickersons oppose PHH's motion to strike certain portions and paragraphs of 
Charles Nickerson's af:fidavit and request the Court to determine all evidence presented in the 
affidavit is both relevant and admissible. The opposing counsel bas not proven in his Motion to 
Strike that this affidavit in its entirety is not based on Charles Nickerson's personal knowledge, 
that Charles Nickerson has not set forth facts that would be admissible in evidence at trial, nor 
that Charles Nickerson is not competent to testify on the stated matters . 
"In order to be considered on a sununary judgment motion, affidavits must be based on 
personal knowledge. set forth facts that would be admissible in evidence at trial, and show that 
the affiant is competent to testify on the stated matters. I.R.C.P. 56(e). In determining the 
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admissibility of evidence, trial courts are given broad discretion and will be reversed on appeal 
2 only when there has been a clear abuse of discretion. State, Dep't of Health and Welfare v. 
3 Altman, 122 Idaho l 004, 1007, 842 P .2d 683, 686 ( 1992); Baker v. Shavers, Inc., 11 7 Idaho 696, 
4 698, 791 P.2d 1275, 1277 (1990)." R Homes Corp. v. Herr, 142 Idaho 95, 123 P.3d 720 (2005). 
5 Paragraphs 5 and 6 are extremely relevant to the issue of Motion for Summary 
6 Judgment. Paragraphs 5 and 6 are not only relevant but critical and nec-essary in understanding 
7 the current status of this case, in explaining why some of these issues have not been addressed 
8 sooner, and in establishing foundation for future motions, actions and proceedings. These 
~ paragraphs lay the foundation as to why the Nickersons filed this motion for summary judgment 
Io and are defending this action pro se. The issues being brought forth on summary judgment are 
11 PHH's legal standing, fraud and the fact there is no default. The Nickersons filed this motion for 
12 summary judgment in order to present the overwhelming amount of evidence in their favor on 
13 these issues that their former counsel had been unable to present in prior proceedings in this 
14 action in the ways they originally understood he had. We resent the opposing counsel's assertion 
15 that these are impertinent allegations but will address that in future actions. 
l 6 Paragraphs 5 and 6 clearly follow the definition of relevant evidence. I.RE. 401. The 
17 evidence presented is based on Charles Nickerson' s personal knowledge and experience, clearly 
18 contains admissible evidence specifically relating to the timeline and rulings of these 
19 proceedings, and demonstrates that Charles Nickerson is competent to testify on the stated 
20 matters. l.R.C.P. 56(e). 
2 l Paragraph 9 contains statements of facts germane to this motion and presents evidence 
22 to support those statements. PHH has provjded no evidence l) to refute the fact that according to 
23 Chase employees and the Nickersons, the Nickersons were in "good standing" with Chase when 
24 the loan was transferred 2) to refute the facts the Nickerson's dispute the default, nor 3) to refilte 
25 that PHH started foreclosure proceedings prior to obtairnng beneficial interest of the property. 
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PHH nor Chase have provided account records, communication records, escrow analysis, 
2 and other requested account documentation either through the judicial process or through written 
3 requests submitted by the Nickersons that support their allegations of a default. All of these 
4 requests represent normal documentation required to be maintained, recorded and archived by 
5 PHH and Chase in their normal business practices by multiple federal regulations and guidelines 
6 and should have been provided to the Nickersons - Truth in Lending Regulation Z § 1026.41 and 
7 RESP A Regulation X -§ 1024.35, § 1024.36, § 1024.3 8. They represent the sole responsibility of 
g PHH and Chase to maintain accurate account records to prove they are in compliance with Fair 
9 Debt Collection, RESPA, Truth and Lending, and other applicable laws, and to protect 
to homeowners like the Nickersons from mortgage fraud and abuse. Refusing to pro,-ide records 
11 required to be kept and known to be in existence if there is in fact a default seems irrational, and 
12 only serves to add to the Nickersons' allegations of fraud and affirm their denial of the existence 
13 of a default. 
14 PHH and Chase have not only not provided the Nickersons these records, but have also 
15 not allowed the Nickersons access to any of the employees familiar \vith their accounts, their 
16 messed up records, the countless written and verbal requests sent to research, the misapplied 
17 payments that Chase employees researched and found, the corrected entries entered, volumes of 
18 account documentation clearly explaining the issues involving and revolving around the unusual 
19 and seemingly illegal activity on this and other Chase accounts, the truth that monthly statements 
20 and other account records were withheld from the Nickersons despite countless requests for them 
21 by the Nickersons and Chase employees, communication recordings, ""Titten transcripts, research 
22 records, and o!her pertinent knowledge known and well documented by said employees that 
23 would generally and completely refute any default and provide due cause for the Nickersons' 
24 Motion for Summary Judgment to be granted. To refuse to provide this documentation and to 
25 
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prevent the Nickersons access to these employees and their documentation constitutes a strong 
case that the N1ckersons are correct, there is no default, and that fraud abounds. 
For the opposing counsel to claim in regards to Paragraph 9 "those allegations are mere 
conclusory statements insufficient to create issues of material fact" when he is well aware of the 
truthfulness and veracity of these allegations, eliminates any question as to whether or not the 
fraud being perpetrated in this case is intentional. 
Also regarding default, a default can only occur if there is a balance owed. Even with the 
ever changing evidence presented by the Plaintiff and their accomplices, no evidence has been 
presented that proves that there is a balance owed. The burden of proof is upon him who affirms, 
not upon him who denies. This is especially true when not only is the responsibility of record 
keeping the actual contractual burden of Chase and PHH, but additional responsibility is 
asswned by them when they blatantly refuse to provide required documentation, proof of 
accounting activity, and explanations of«strange accounting activity on the Chase employees' 
screens", even when repeatedly confronted by the Nickersons and Chase employees. 
Additionally, the Nickersons have clearly demonstrated that Chase's account history does not 
reflect all payments made. Ron Casperite has also proven for the Nickersons that mistakes have 
been made in the calculation of their account history. As far as beneficial interest and PHH's 
standing to bring this case before the Court, multiple layers of the evidence in this case clearly 
proves PHH started this foreclosure action against the Nickersons prior to having beneficial 
interest. 
Paragraph 10 points out the facts that a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust should have been 
used and that the Deed of Trust falsely claims the Nickersons' 50 acre parcel is 40 acres or less. 
This is relevant and critical to our case in proving fraud started at the closing table. Coldwell 
Banker, the loan specialist who handled our loan apphcation, the closing agent and the 
Nickerson' s research of Idaho law all indicated only a Mortgage can be used on any real property 
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1 larger than 40 acres. This falsified Deed of Trust provides a foundation toward proving motive 
2 for messing with our accounting records, refusing to provide account statements and records, 
3 falsifying other documents, and obsessively pursuing this foreclosure action in order to conceal 
4 the criminal actions involved in our loan origination, servicing and record keeping. Furthermore, 
5 the Nickersons' legal argument in Paragraph 10 is supported by Just Law. Quoting from 
6 W\Vw.justlawidaho.com, "Action on a deed of trust is governed by I.C. §§ 45-1502 through 45-
7 1515. A deed of trust may be used to secure a loan when the trust property consists of 40 acres or 
8 less, or is real property located within an incorporated city or village at the time of transfer.,, Just 
9 Law in providing Idaho la,\>· summary on their site admits a deed of trust could not be used on th 
10 Nickersons' property. Surely Mr. Manv,raring is not prepared to challenge a legal opinion stated 
11 by his o'"'n firm on their own website. 
12 Paragraph 11 points out the indorsement on the Note. The foundation is found in I.C. § 
13 28-3-201 (2) , ·' .. .if an instrument is payable to an identified person, negotiation requires transfer 
14 of possession of the instrument and its indorsement by the holder ... " PHH claims the Note was 
15 transferred to them by Fannie Mae. The assignments claim the Note was transferred from Chase 
16 to PHH. However, there is no indorsement from Fannie Mae to PHH or from Chase to PHH and 
17 PHH has never provided the original Note nor proven possession. A clear and unchanging chain 
18 of endorsements that clearly identifies the Note Holder must exist to prove the Note was 
19 negotiated in the \\.-"RY described by PHH in order for PHH to legally prove they are the one and 
20 only Note Holder. 
21 Paragraph 12 The factual basis for this argument is, based on their ov.n admission, 
22 Chase did not own the note and states they were servicers only. Therefore, Chase could not 
23 assign, transfer or sell interest in a note they did not own. By crafting this assignment, Chase is 
24 lying about how the transfer of the note occurred. Clearly, this assignment is fraudulent and 
25 therefore, null and void. This paragraph must be presented to the Court in order for justice to be 
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served. The foundation for the legal argument and opinion is the centuries old and commonly 
2 knm.,n legal principle, which has been affirmed by the Idaho Supreme Court - "Fraud vitiates 
3 everything it touches". 
4 Paragraph 13 The factual basis for the argument is, based on their ov.m admission, 
5 Coldwell had no ov,mership in the note at the time of this assignment. PHH claims and Fannie 
6 Mae affirmed that Fannie Mae owned the loan at this time. Therefore, Coldwell could not assign, 
7 transfer or sell interest in a note they did not own. By crafting this assignment, Coldwell is lying 
& about how the transfer of the note occurred. Clearly, this assignment is fraudulent and therefore, 
9 null and void. The foundation for the legal argument and opinion is the centuries old and 
1 o cornmon]y known legal principle, which has been affirmed by the Idaho Supreme Court, "Fraud 
11 vitiates everything it touches". 
12 Paragraph 14 presents that Chase's account history has an ending principal balance of 
13 $-1,186.90. A default can only occur if there is a balance owed. The factual basis being presente 
14 for this argument is Chase's account history as provided by the Plaintiffs in their exhibits. 
15 According to the Chase account history provided, there is no default because there is no principal 
16 balance owed. In order to foreclose on default, the exact amount of default must be proved. 
17 Ajfirmami non neganti incumbit probatio - The burden of proof is upon him who affirms, not 
18 upon him who denies. It is not the Kickersons' obligation to show all payments were made. It is 
19 · PHH's obligation to prove default and a part of th.at proof is to prove a debt is owed. Payment 
20 history is irrelevant if the balance on the debt is paid off. PHH' s only proof of default offered is 
21 in the infonnation provided in Chase's account history. Chase's account history reflects a 
22 negative principal balance which indicates the debt has been paid. 
23 Paragraph 15 introduces two letters into evidence which are relevant ac.cording to I.R.E. 
24 401. One is a default letter and the other a welcome letter. Note the dates. One of the issues bein 
25 argued on summary judgment is fraud. These letters perfectly illustrate the inconsistencies and 
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consequently fraud that permeates PHH' s entire interaction with the Nickersons since they 
2 originally claimed to purchase the Nickersons' loan in February 2010. PHH did not have alleged 
3 beneficial interest or right to foreclose until Jwie 9, 2010. They did not send the coupon book 
4 referenced in 1he February letter to the Nickersons until June 2010, proving they knew they did 
5 not have any alleged rights or beneficial interest until then. Yet, they took over the account in 
6 February, claimed a default, refused to provide proof of default or even explain its existence, 
7 refused to accept any payments, stated they did not have the account records, and intentionally 
8 blocked the Nickersons' efforts to resolve the errors. 
9 Paragraph 19 introduces into evidence a letter from Fannie Mae which exposes PHH's 
Io fraudulent behavior and is very relevant to PHH' s legal standing and fraudulent actions detailed 
11 in the Nickersons' motion for summary judgment. Additionally, the following rules of evidence 
12 apply to this letter: LR_E. 803(24) "Other exceptions. A statement not specifically covered by 
I 3 any of the foregoing exceptions but having equivalent circumstantial guarantees of 
14 trustworthiness, if the court determines that (A) the statement is offered as evidence of a material 
15 fact; (B) the statement is more probative on the point for which it is offered than any other 
16 evidence which the proponent can procure through reasonable efforts; and (C) the general 
17 purposes of these rules and the interests of justice v..ill best be served by admission of the 
1& statement into evidence." l.R.E. 401 ""Relevant Evidence" means evidence having any tendency 
19 to make the existence of any fact that is of consequence to the determination of the action more 
20 probable or less probable than it would be ,;vithout the evidence." Therefore, this letter is 
21 relevant, admissible and pertinent. 
22 Paragraph 20 references documents that are able to be presented under I.R.E. 803(14) 
23 and 803(24 ). These documents expose PHH's fraudulent behavior of robo-signing, invalidates 
24 the assignment based on fraud vitiates everything, challenges PHH"s standing and further 
25 
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demonstrates PHH's intent to commit fraud which is one of the issues raised on swnmary 
judgment. 
Paragraph 21 introduces documents into evidence that are permitted under I.RE .. 
' 803(24). Marie McDonnell is a recognized mongage fraud forensic expert and therefore, these 
documents have guarantees of trustworthiness, evidence a material fact, are the best evidence the 
Nickersons could procure on this point and help render justice in this action. These documents 
are relevant because they expose Chase's fraudulent behavior in the execution of the assignment, 
which in conjunction with the content, questions the validity and legality of the assignment from 
Chase to PHH and supports the issue of fraud raised in the Nickersons' motion for summary 
judgment. 
Paragraph 22 introduces a document into evidence that is permitted under I.RE. 401 
and 803(24). One of the issues on summary judgment is fraud and this New Creditor letter is 
relevant because l) it demonstrates PHH is intentionally committing fraud on the Nickersons and 
the Court because they are lying about how they allegedly obtained beneficial interest in the 
Note and 2) reaffirms the path of fraud PHH has chosen to trod in this case. Furthermore, there 
are no conclusory statements contained in this paragraph. 
Paragraph 23 points out a critical fact that PHH never sent a notice to the Nickersons 
claiming O\.\nership of the Note. This is a true statement and critically relevant to the issue of 
whether or not PHH has standing in this case. Based on the fact that no New Creditor letter was 
sent, and in conjunction with the other evidence presented: PHH has not proved it ovvns the Note. 
This is a fact based on evidence. This questions their legal standing which is a core issue to the 
Nickersons' Motion for Summary Judgment. As a matter of record, it also provides supporting 
evidence on the issues of the gross negligence, fraud and inaccurate record keeping by PHH and 
Chase and their failure to follow federal lending guidelines - 15 U.S.C. § 164l(g). 
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The above paragraphs and exhibits cannot and should not be stricken as their relevancy to 
2 and support of the issues on summary judgment - PHH' s legal standing, fraud and default - is 
3 clearly demonstrated and thoroughly supported in Charles Nickerson's memorandum. Therefore, 
4 this motion to strike should be denie-d in its entirety. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the ~ day of £ 4,_'-._-~ y , 2014, I 
2 caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the7method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
3 
4 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
6 Idaho Falls, ID &3405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
7 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
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( ) Facsimile 
Charles Nickerson 
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Case No.: CV 2011-28 
RESPO:KSE IN OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO TAKE 
JUDICIAL NOTICE 
17 The Nickersons oppose PHH's motion to take judicial notice on the following grounds: 
!& In the opening line of their motion PHH states ''the Harrises request the Idaho Supreme 
19 Court to take judicial notice of certain facts." The Harrises are not before this court and this is 
20 not the Idaho Supreme Court. This is a fraudulent foreclosure attempt by PHH and their 
21 accomplices on real property owned by the Nickerson family in the Second Judicial Court in 
22 Cleanvater County, Idaho. Therefore, since this coun and the parties named are not a part of this 
23 motion, this motion should be denied. 
24 In addjtion, this lack of professionalism is not amusing or humorous to the Kickerson 
25 Family and \ve hope and trust not to the Court. This document mocks these proceedings, violates 
Response in Opposition to Judicial Notice - 1 
1223
Feb 181404:25a 
the rights to justice and significance of these proceedings to the Nickersons and the world at 
2 large, and shows flagrant disrespect to the authority of this Court. Further, it challenges the 
3 accuracy of evidence presented by Just Law and PHH. This prepared and signed document 
p.16 
4 exhibits another example of an inability to keep or produce accurate records, documents or other 
5 viable information. The Nickersons request the Court read this motion and note its inaccuracies 
6 with dealing with the core of its issue, the parties involved, when he reviews Idaho Rule of 
7 Evidence 201(b) cited by Mr. Manwaring. The Nickersons request the Court recognize the 
8 glaring error and severe consequences of not citing tl1e right parties or courts in a request to take 
9 judicial notice to correct inaccurate information as irrefutable proof th~t any reasonable person 
10 within the territorial jurisdiction of this trial court or capable of accurate and ready determination 
11 must recognize the Plaintiff and their Counsel to be sources whose accuracy should be 
12 questioned. 
13 If the Court determines in its discretion to take judicial notice on this motion despite 
14 these objections, then the Nickersons respectfully request the judicial notice include a statement 
15 of fact that the date the change from Cendant to PHH took effect was years after the 
16 endorsement. Tiris is important in the presentation of our defense because 1) the timing of that 
17 change belongs in the evidence chain of fraud PHH has committed in this action and the 
l& Nickersons intend to present it in their defense, and 2) is criti.cal to the Nickersons defense in 
19 proving PHH, Coldwell Banker and Chase created a series of illegally crafted and non-
20 marketable instruments to secure and now attempt to foreclosure on the J\ickersons' real 
21 property. 
22 The date of this change is a critical element to this issue. The Nickersons' property was 
23 purchased in 2002. The note was sold to Fannie Mae in 2002. According to PHH's filing with 
24 the Idaho Secretary of State, the name change they are citing took place in January 2005. The 
25 website being cited by PHH as proof that judicial notice should be taken is as of 2014. Accordin 
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I 
to Fannie Mae, Fannie Mae held the note until 2009. There is genuine question to material fact as 
2 to whether or not PHH and their accomplices had standing and possession throughout this 
3 process. Despite their messing up account records; refusing to provide statements, escrow 
4 analysis, account history, receipts, communication records, and other account documentation; 
5 destroying the Kickersons' credit to handicap their financial resources and ability to fight the 
6 injustice; emotionally traumatizing the Nickersons with abusive threats of bankruptcy, locking 
7 them out of their property and away from their possessions, throwing them and their children on 
8 the streets unless they would voluntarily sign the note over to them; committing unquestionable 
9- domestic terrorism and mortgage fraud on the Nickersons; the Nickersons refused to voluntarily 
1 o sign over a note they had not defaulted on. Rather they continued to work and find other ways to 
11 provide financial resources for their family. The Nickersons intend to prove PHH and Chase 
12 pursued this foreclosure action by denying and prohibiting the Nic.kersons from making 
13 payments to create a default when and because they realized it was their only remedy to seize the 
14 documents and forever hide the criminal actions associated with them. 
15 The Nickersons concur with Mr. Manwaring that standing is a jurisdictional issue. 
16 However, in light of the weightiness of standing in this action, the Nickersons request the Court 
17 to recognize the viable and true questions irrefutably present regarding the existence of clear 
18 chain of title transfers on this property, and therefore require the Plaintiff to prove their standing 
19 without question rather than allow them to escape certain exposure of their lack of standing and 
20 hide behind what would be nothing short of a robe of concealment if a judicial notice were 
21 granted by this Court. The Nickersons contend the Plaintiffs are following their pattern of 
22 massaging facts and laws in this effort to try and prove their standing because they know this is 
23 one of the fatally weak links in their case. This point and the timeline associated with it is critical 
24 to our defense and could prove lethal to our fmdingjustice in this and other actions if they are 
25 not held accountable to the true chain of events as they occurred. 
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The Facts. The Nickersons purchased the property in 2002. The Note presented by the 
2 Plaintiff indicates the Note was subsequently endorsed to Cendant. As demonstrated through 
3 evidence, Fannie Mae then purchased the Note in 2002. After being linked with one of the 
4 largest financial scandals of the 1990s and after being a party to one of the largest cases of 
s accounting fraud in the country's history, Cendant publicly retired its name in 2005. PHH 
6 Corporation then became a new company in 2005 as did other entities who were formerly part of 
7 the colossal family of companies owned by Cendant. According to evidence presented and by the 
8 admission of PHH, Fannie Mae clearly held the note at the time this name change occurred in 
9 2005. Therefore the endorsement to Cendant took place prior to Fannie Mae taking the Note in 
JO 2002 and prior to 2005 when the name change occurred. No further endorsements have been 
11 produced or recorded. This brings into question the authenticity of the copy of the Note provided 
12 in this action. There is no endorsement from Cendant to Fannie Mae. There is no endorsement 
13 from Fannie Mae to Chase. There is no endorsement from Chase to PHH. These endorsements 
14 are vital to prove chain of ownership and the dates detailed above are critical and raise serious 
15 questions as to material fact and offer support for our arguments as to PHH's lack of legal 
16 standing to claim 0\1\.nership or rights in this property. Further, all assignments after Fannie Mae 
17 purchased the note are also in question not only to their validity, but to their authenticity, legal 
18 authority and lawful origin. Granting a motion that might be used by PHH to try and support 
19 their alleged standing without PHH providing actual legal proof will constitute perpetual liability 
20 and loss to the Nickersons and the world at large. Your Honor, please deny this motion and a11ow 
21 the legal system to have a chance to refute the allegations against the Nickersons and.save their 
22 ranch from this unlawful foreclosure action. 




Response in Opposition to Judicial Notice - 4 
1226
Feb 18 14 04:27a p.19 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 
3 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on theJfH.. day of /{..Jd..-,~ , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
4 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
6 Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
7 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
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COLD\VELL BANKI ;;R MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
14 of PHH MORTGAGI ., and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A 
15 
. Third i)arty-Defendants. 
Case No.: CV2011-28 
NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL 
EVIDENCE 
16 
17 CO!vffiS NO'V1 ;', Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, respectfully request this 
18 · Court to consider the :1ewly discovered evidence filed with this Notice in its decision regarding 
19 summary judgment. 1 'bis evidence was discovered through a Qualified Written Request (QWR) 
20 requested under RESPA, 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e), and a true and correct copy is attached as Exhibit 
21 A. Because this letter was sent to an alternate address on the account, the Nickersons were 
22 delayed in receiving i; and therefore in presenting this evidence to the Court. Regardless, this 
23 letter irrefutably prov ::s PHH does not have possession or ownership of the Nickersons Note and 
24 Mortgage, andjudici<' .Uy denies PHH's rights and standing to bring a complaint for foreclosure 
25 
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l or any other action be:I i)re this or any other court. Therefore, the Nickersons request the Court 
2 consider the evidence :.iresented and role accordingly. 
3 In Exhibit A, ( '.hase states, "We are not required to produce the original note which will 
4 remain in our posses:1ion in accordance 'With applicable record retention requirements ... The 
5 investor for this loan: s JPMorgan Chase Bank, National Association." (emphasis added) This 
6 evidence contradicts 8111d invalidates all previous assertions, answers, statements, ru:guments and 
7 representations preser1 i:ed to the Court by Chase and PHH that have been provided and used to 
8 attempt to establish st:inding, compliance with discovery, motions, and right to action. PHH and 
9 Chase have previousl;i' unequivocally claimed Chase did not own the Note, that Chase was only 
10 the servicer and that f 11:-IH allegedly received ownership via a transfer through a web of 
11 contradictory a.ssertirn 1.s. (See Nickerson Memorandum for Summary Judgro.ent), 
12 These misrepr,:,sentatlons were presented to the Court freely, willingly, intentionally and 
13 purposefully, and furt ·1er demonstrate the malicious and outrageous pattern of fraud~ deception 
14 unlawful acts, misrep:i ,~sentation, reckless and unconscionable mortgage and foreclosure abuse 
15 and fraud PHH, Chas1:: and Just Law have perpetrated against the Nickersons, their family, their 
16 property, this Court a11.d the world at large. By now irrevocably claiming to be the Note holder 
17 and investor on the N: ,:kersons Mortgage, Chase proves PHH does not have possession of the 
18 original Note and Mo ·tgage, has no standing to bring or enforce this action, has not suffered loss, 
19 and has illegally attempted to create and forge illegal ownership. PHH's total lack oflegal 
20 standing to present a 1; :laim can be summed up by the following legal phrases and legal maxims 
2.l that have been passed down throughout the history oflaw: 
22 frau.s ominia vitiates - :fraud vitiates everything 
23 ex dolo , ;>ialo non oritur action - No right of action can have its origin in fraud 
24 ex do11 :) malo actio non oritut - A right of action cannot arise out of fraud 
25 
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1 allegami contraria rum est audiendus - One making contradictory statements 
2 is not to be heard 
3 For summary ji 11dgment, movant must provide original note with proper certification. 
4 Sherer v. Bench 549 S. W.2d 57 (Tex. App. 1977) Plaintiff must produce original note not copy 
5 otherwise maker may !:'ace double liability. McKay v. Capital Res. Co., Ltd. 940 S.W.2d 869 
6 (Ark. 1991). "It is als1: 1 well settled that in moving for su:nunary judgment in an action to 
7 foreclose a mortgage, 11 plaintiff establishes its case as a matter oflaw through the production of 
8 the mortgage. the unp idd note, and the evidence of default." Rebuplic National Bank of New Yor 
9 v. Zito ,280 A.D.2d 6:: 7 (2001) 721 N.Y.S.2d 244. 
1 o Since PHH ca:i mot produce the original note because Chase has it in their possession and 
11 claims ownership of i , PHH does not have standing to bring this complaint or enforce this action 
12 nor do they have a ca111se of action upon which relief may be granted. LC.§ 6-101 Proceedings in 
13 foreclosure~ states"(::.) The provisions of this section must be construed in order to permit a 
14 secured creditor to redize upon collateral for a debt or other obligation agreed upon by the 
15 debtor and creditor.": :iHH does not have ovmership nor possession of the Note (the debt) and 
16 thusj is not a secured ,:;reditor. Therefore, as a matter of the laws of the State ofldaho, the 
17 Constitution of the Uiiited States Article 3, common law. public policy, and longstanding and 
18 established legal prirn:iples. the Nickersons humbly request the Court consider this evidence, 
19 ~ismiss and deny PHll rs complaint and summary judgment 'With prejudice, and grant summary 
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1 I. CHARLES NICKillSON, being first duly sworn upon oath. deposes and states: 
2 1. I am a Defend :mt in the above~entitled action. 
3 2. I am compete:11t to testify to these matters. 
4 3. I have persom.lly read and reviewed the attached exhibit. 
5 4. Attached as E ,:hibit A is a true and correct copy of a letter dated January 10, 2014, which 




















DATEDthis~d:wof-~:...=:.......:~=--='-· ____ ,2Q_14 
411..,_ !!!_ 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me on this-~- day of~ch__, 




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the~ day of /hQ:L.,-c:/1, . _, 2014, I 
2 caused to be served a t :ue and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed 111) the follO\ving: 
3 
4 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 





















Honorable Michael J. 3riffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 WestMain 
Grangeville, ID 8353( 
(0"{J.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
·ct){J.s. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
Notice of Supplemental Evidence 
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chasalOH4-7302) · 
~15 xr\iicri brlve 
C.6lumbus: OH ,:BZ19-6009 
Donna Nicl<:erson and Cho11le.s R. ~ickerson 
PoBox3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Verlticafion of debt for mo11.tgage lmtn *"'-**0920 
:Borrower(s): Donna Nick, :'ir$oo 
Charles R_ 1'1 ickerson 
Dear Donna Nickerron and ',::harles R. Nickerson: 
This letter is in response to ti I e correspondence we Teceived on December 16, 20l3 about the- account · above. 
Enclosed are <;opres of the fo I lowing documents: 
-Loan Transaction Histo:1 :v 
~Note 
~ Security Ins~t 
- Assigmnr::nt of Morrgafl;1 i: 
n is our position that Chase t• 1~s addressed your correspondence :in a manner that complies with the Reai Estate Settlement Proc6du-re.!!1 ,\i;;t and Regulation X. We are not required to produce the original note \Vhkh will remain in our pos: ,1'8Sion i11 accordance with applicable record. retention requirements. 
:Please note, thanhe account 11,as traasf$Jred to a new servicer oa September 20, 2012. 
Information regarding th!.} Mi: in.gage Electronic Registration Systems (JYIERS} can be lm:;ared on the MEl{S website at http'.f/www-mersi(.1 ::.or:g/. However. this is not a MERS loan. 
Any information or docI.1IIJen-. req_uasted but 1:1ot iriclu.Jr:d whh our prior :rc::spOll!Se is unavailable Di' considered confidential. and i: ;1nn01. be provided. A re~nse co all questions related lO loan transactions can be found in the Joan tram mion histn:ry. 
The investor for this: LoBn is JI :'Morgan Chas~ Bank, Nat::io:rial Asaociation.. 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
· 1 L: 
c.i:r< o- r,,..,.~,,:y co,,R 
( . ' ... ' 1 
1 :11 l.j ' ' '" I . ' " · ~ 
./ Cr ... :. , M:/tJI/-J.f 
B'/_d/. DE~ Ii 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
OBJECTION TO THE 
DEFENDANTS' NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENT AL EVIDENCE 
Objection to the Defendants' Notice of Supplemental Evidence - Page 1 
10650-NI 
1234
In accordance with I.R.C.P. 56(e), PHH Mortgage objects to the Nickersons' Notice of 
Supplemental Evidence. 
The Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure require a party to submit facts admissible in evidence 
by means of affidavit in order for such facts to be considered for purposes of summary judgment. 
I.R.C.P. 56(b), (e). 
The Nickersons attempt to present supplemental evidence without affidavit. The 
Nickersons' notice of supplemental evidence must be ignored by the court where it fails to 
comply with the rules of civil procedure. 
DATED this / 7 day of March 2014. 
Kipp . Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the / r;iz day of March 2014 a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83 544 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)q U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
~~  
Paralegal 
Objection to the Defendants' Notice of Supplemental Evidence - Page 2 
10650-N/ 
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CHARLES NICKERSO>I AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
. .; ' 
I:,'( -






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 








CHARLES KICK.ERSON and DONNA 
10 NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 





COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
14 of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 




Case No.: CV 2011-28 
RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S 
OBJECTION TO NOTICE OF 
SUPPLE:MENTAL EVIDENCE 
17 The Plaintiff is attempting to distract the Court by fallaciously objecting to the 
18 Nickersons Notice of Supplemental Evidence. Black's Law Dictionary (2nd edition) defines 
19 affidavit as "A written or printed declaration or statement of facts, made voluntarily, and 
20 confirmed by oath or affirmation of the party making it, taken before an officer having authority 
21 to administer such oath. An affidavit is \vritten declaration under oath, made ,'Vithout notice to 
22 the adverse party." Page 4 of the Nickersons notice of supplemental evidence is clearly and 
23 unequivocally an affidavit. Therefore, the Plaintiffs objection should be ovemtled and the Court 
24 should consider the evidence presented in making a ruling on summary judgment. 
25 
Response ro Plaintiff's Object ion to Notice of Supplemental Evidence 







DATED this !l.z::1 i-t. day of _.;,..Jllt ..... f=a.r-"----c...---"h._~------' 2014 







The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 1..{_p day of ft1p.,,-J:, , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 





Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
13 Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 












( ·) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(•)U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
,C-· 
Response to Plaintiffs Objection to Notice of Supplemental Evidence 
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CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NeffRd 
Oro:fmo, ID 83544 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 








CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
10 NICKERSOK, husband and wife; 
KNOV/LTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 





COLD'\VELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
14 of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGA~ 




Case No.: CV 2011-28 
OBJECTION TO SECOND AFFIDAVIT 0 
RONALD E. CASPERITE 
17 In accordance with common law and the maxim,fraus ominia vitiates - fraud vitiates 
18 everything, the Nickersons object to the Second Affidavit ofRonald E. Casperite because it 
l 9 contains notary fraud. The notary seal is affixed to the affidavit but the notary did not sign the 
20 affidavit. It is the Nickersons hope and prayer this Court is as equally frustrated and appalled as 
2 1 they are at this blatant disregard and disrespect of the notary's oath to fulfill their duties arrd 
22 concurs with the Supreme Court of Washington in viewing this act as a crime. "A signed 
23 notarization is the ultimate assurance upon which the whole world 1s entitled to rely that the 
24 proper person signed a document on the stated day and place. Local, interstate, and international 
25 transac1ions involving individuals, banks, and corporations proceed smoo1hly because all may 
Objection to Second Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite 
Page I of3 
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Mar 26 14 04:31 p p.5 
rely upon the sanctity of the notary's seal. .. 'The proper functioning of the legal system depends 
2 op the honesty of notaries who are entrusted to verify the signing of legally significant 
3 documents.' ... a false notarization is a crime and underm1nes the integrity of our institutions upo 
4 \vhlch all must rely upon the faithful fulfillment of the notary's oath." Klem v. Washington Mut. 
5 Bank, 295 P.3d 179, 176 Wash. 2d 771 (2013). Therefore, the Nickersons request the court to 
6 ignore the second affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite and consider any appropriate disciplinary 
7 action and or sanctions to be assessed on the Plaintiff or Plaintiffs counsel for submitting a 
8 document that embodies a criminal act. Furthermore, since the Plaintiff bases their motion for 

















DATED this a ¥lL, day of___,,...,/t'--'f....,u..="-,;.,r~c..-i~·'~· _____ , 2014 
Objection to Second Affidavit ofRonald E. Casperite 
Page 2 of3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 The undersigned hereby certifies that on the~ day of ·'111A.,,,,.J,.,__ , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
2 below, and addressed to the following: 
3 
Kipp Manwaring 
4 Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
s PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
6 Fax (208)523-9146 
7 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 

















( ~) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ~) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
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ckJ-+.d-.-
Charles Ni er 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES ) 
I through X, ) 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a PHH MORTGAGE, and 
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 








CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
ORDER DENYING 
MOTION TO TAKE 
JUDICIAL NOTICE 
The Court denies Plaintiff's motion to take judicial notice of the relationship of 
the named entities by referring to internet sites cited by the Plaintiff These facts are not 
generally known within the jurisdiction, nor is the accuracy of the source reasonably 
unquestionable. 
Ordered this !? 1 .,-f- day of March, 2014. 
Michael J . Grtffiii · 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do here?~ ertify that 
a copy of the foregoing was mailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the 't-•- day of 
~ 2014to: 
'¥"' I 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, ID 83544 
./' U.S. Mail 
/ U.S. Mail 
-(' .., - } 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANK, N.A. , and JOHN DOES ) 
I through X, ) 
Defendants, ) 
) 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a ) 
d/b/a PHH MORTGAGE, and ) 
JP MORGAN CR.\SE BANK, N.A. ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants ) 
CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
ORDER GRANTING 
MOTION TO STRIKE 
PHH filed a motion to strike portions of Charles Nickerson' s affidavit in support 
ofNickersons' motion for summary judgment. 
Affidavits in support of a summary judgment motion must be based on personal 
knowledge and set forth facts that would be admissible at trial. I.R.C.P. 56(e). The 
affidavit must show that the affiant is competent to testify to the matters asserted. 
Dulaney v. St. Alphonsus Reg'! Med. Ctr .• 137 Idaho 160, 164, 45 P.3d 816, 820 (2002). 
Statements that are conclusory or speculative are not admissible. Id. 
In reviewing the challenged portions of the affidavit, the Court makes the 
following findings. 
ORDER TO STRIKE-1 
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Paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Nickerson's affidavit, discussing Defendants' prior 
legal representation, have no relevance to defendants' motion for summary judgment and 
will not be considered. 
Paragraph 9 alleges that plaintiff began foreclosing on the property prior to having 
an interest in the mortgage. The foreclosure proceeding was commenced when the 
complaint was filed January 10, 2011. PHH acquired its interest in the Deed of Trust on 
June 14, 2010 (ex. B to complaint). Defendants' allegations have no basis in fact or law. 
Paragraph 9 also alleges that defendants were in good standing with their loan in 
January, 2010. As defendants have not provided any admissible evidence supporting this 
claim, the allegation is conclusory and not admissible. 
Paragraph 10 alleges that the Deed of Trust was invalid because the property was 
50 acres. A deed of trust is simply a mortgage with a power of sale (non-judicial 
foreclosure). Plaintiff is pursuing a judicial foreclosure of the Deed of Trust because the 
property is more than 40 acres. Defendants' allegation fails as a matter oflaw. 
Paragraph 11 alleges that the Note is endorsed to Cendent Mortgage, not PHH, so 
PHH does not have standing to enforce it. Both plaintiff and defendants have provided 
admissible evidence that the note was assigned to PHH in June, 2010. Defendants' 
allegation has no basis in fact or law. 
Paragraphs 12 and 13 allege that notes can not be assigned. This statement has no 
legal or factual basis. Conclusory legal assertions not supported by law will not be 
considered Defendants also allege fraud in these paragraphs, but have not pled fraud. 
Fraud must be pled as an affirmative defense and with particularity. LR.C.P. 8(c) and 
2i!2l. 
Paragraph 14 alleges that the affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins, Exhibit F, shows a 
negative account balance. This statement is conclusory. Charles Nickerson has provided 
no foundational facts which would permit him to offer this testimony. 
Paragraph 19 refers to Exhibit 6, a copy of a letter from Fannie Mae. This letter is 
hearsay and not admissible. 
ORDER TO STRIKE-2 
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Paragraph 20 and 21 refer to Nickerson's Exhibits 7 and 8 (documents alleging 
James Kucherka, Leah Boedecker, and Kristen Bailey are fraudulent robo-signers). 
These documents are hearsay and not admissible. 
Paragraph 22 refers to Nickerson's Exhibit 9 (a letter from Chase to Nickersons). 
The letter is irrelevant. 
Paragraph 23 alleges that defendants did not get a letter from PHH stating that 
they did own the loan. Defendant argues that this confirms that PHH does not own the 
loan. This argument is irrelevant. 
For the reasons set for above PHH's motion to strike paragraphs #5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 
12, 13, 14, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 23 is granted. The motion to strike paragraph #15 is 
denied. 
DATED this?/,,: day of March, 2014. 
ORDER TO STRIKE-3 
Michael J. ()ritfin / 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do herebf!lrtify that 
a COP.Y o! the foregoing w'ts mailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the day of 
Afr• I , 2o_l't'_, to: 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, ID 83544 
ORDER TO STRIKE-4 
/ U.S. Mail 
/ U.S. Mail 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES ) 
I through X, ) 
Defendants, ) 
) 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a ) 
d/b/a PHH MORTGAGE, and ) 
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants ) 
BACKGROUND 
CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
MEMORANDUM OPINION 
RE: PLAINTIFF'S SECOND 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT AND 
NICKERSON' S MOTION 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
PHH Mortgage (PHH) is seeking judicial foreclosure of a loan to Charles and 
Donna Nickerson. PHH filed a second motion for summary. PHH relies upon the second 
affidavit of Ron Casperite and an affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins. 
Based on those affidavits and previously filed affidavits, plaintiff claims the 
principal balance due from the Nickersons on February 11, 2010 was $261 ,170.62. 
Defendants have made no payments since that date. Including interest, the amount 
claimed due as of December 1, 2013 , is $340,339.84. 
The Nickersons also filed a motion for summary judgment. The defendants admit 
that they missed payments in 2009. see a.ff. of J Mitchell, 1/24/13, ex. D, but say they 
made cash payments that are not reflected in the transaction history. Defendants also 
refer to the transaction histories from Chase, which they claim at times reflect a negative 
principal balance or a zero principal balance. Defendants rely on those balances to show 
MEMORANDUM-1 
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that they owed nothing and their account is paid in full. The Nickersons rely upon the 
affidavit of Charles Nickerson. 
PHH objected to most of Charles Nickerson's affidavit on the grounds that certain 
statements and records were not relevant, were hearsay, lacked foundation, or were 
conclusory. The court granted PHH's motion to strike certain portions of the affidavit. 
The Nickersons argue that PHH's claim fails because: 1) the complaint contains 
the wrong legal description of the real property, 2) PHH did not have a beneficial interest 
in the real property at the time the foreclosure was commenced, 3) the Deed of Trust 
executed for the real property was not valid because the property consists of 
approximately 50 acres and is not within city limits, 4) PHH does not have standing to 
foreclose, 5) the assignment of the Deed of Trust from Coldwell Banker to Chase was 
fraudulent, 6)the assignmehrof ili~ note from'Chase to PHH \'v~s fraudulent; 7) PHH did 
not notify the Nickers6ns that PHH owned the note, and 8) the Nickersons were not in 
default on the note. ·· 
The Nickersons subrnitt~d additional dotuments ·and stateme:ritir after the hearing 
on the motions for summaj judgtrient: The court wilh16t cob.sider those doctiments as 
they were not filed timely, and the Nickers6ns did rtot fiie ·a:'ri:iotion to reconsider. 
UNDISPUTED FACTS 
In October of 2002 the Nickers'orts purchased approximately 50 acres of land in 
Clearwater County, Idaho from Margaret Laird. At the same time the Nickersons 
executed a promissory note in the principal amount of$285,000.00 in favor of Coldwell 
Bank Mortgage (a subsidiary of PHH)· and a Deed of Trust. The note required the 
Nickersons to make payments (initially: $1,760:36 per month) beginning December 1, 
2002. The note was initially serviced by Mortgage Service Center. J P Morgan Chase 
Bank (Chase) owned the note and serviced the loan from the end of 2007 until the 
beginning of 2010. At that time, the Mortgage Service Center resumed servicing the 
loan. PHH owned the loan whe1flhis lawsuit was filed~ 
The Nickersons did not make all of their payniertts on the note in 2009 and have 
made no payments since February, 2010. 
MEMORANDUM-2 
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The original loan to the Nickersons was made by Coldwell Banker Mortgage. 
The loan was originally serviced by Mortgage Service Center. The note was assigned 
from Coldwell Banker Mortgage to Fannie Mae in December of 2002. J.P. Morgan 
Chase acquired the note in November of 2007. In November of 2007 Chase Home 
Financial took over servicing the loan. Chase assigned the note to PHH in 2010 (June). 
In February of2010 Mortgage Service Center again began servicing the loan. 
The amount due and owing on the note, including interest, as of December 1, 
2013 is $340, 339.84. 
LEGAL STANDARD 
Summary judgment is proper "if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on 
file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any 
material fact and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law." 
I.R.C.P. 56(c). 
"All disputed facts are to be construed liberally in favor of the nonmoving party, 
and all reasonable inferences that can be drawn from the record are to be drawn in favor 
of the nonmoving party." Mackav v. Four Rivers Packing Co .. 145 Idaho 408, 410, 179 
P.3d 1064, 1066 (2008). If reasonable people might reach a different conclusion from 
conflicting inferences based on the evidence then the motion must be denied. Id "If the 
evidence is conflicting on material issues or supports conflicting inferences, or if 
reasonable minds could reach differing conclusions, summary judgment must be denied." 
Doe v. Sisters of" the Holy Cross. 126 Idaho 1036, 1039. 895 P.2d 1229, 1232 
(Ct.App.1995). 
"The burden of proving the absence of material facts is upon the moving party. " 
(quoting Baxter v. Craney. 135 Idaho 166, 170, 16 P.3d 263. 267 (2000)). The party 
opposing a motion for summary judgment "must respond to the summary judgment 
motion with specific facts showing there is a genuine issue for trial." Tuttle v. Sudenga 
Indus .. Inc .• 125 Idaho 145, 150, 868 P.2d 473, 478 0994). "[A] mere scintilla of 
evidence or only slight doubt as to the facts is insufficient to withstand summary 
judgment; there must be sufficient evidence upon which a jury could reasonably return a 
MEMORANDUM-3 
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verdict resisting the motion." Harpole v. State. 131 Idaho 437, 439. 958 P.2d 594, 596 
(1998). "[A] moving party is entitled to summary judgment when the nonmoving party 
fails to make a showing sufficient to establish the existence of ari element essential to that 
party's case on which that party will bear the burden of proof at trial." Thomson v. Idaho 
Ins. Agency, Inc., 126 Idaho 527, 530-31, 887 P.2d 1034. 1037-38 (1994) (citing Celotex 
Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317. 322, 106 S.Ct. 2548, 2552, 91 L.Ed.2d 265, 273 (1986)). 
DISCUSSION 
Nickersons' argument that PHH's Complaint should be dismissed because it 
contains the wrong legal description of the real property is moot. The court granted 
PHH's motion to conform the complaint to the evidence. The Deed of Trust attached to 
the Complaint does contain the correct legal description. The Nickersons have not shown 
any prejudice due to the error in the legal description in the body of the Complaint. 
At the time PHH filed its Complaint they were the beneficiary of the Deed of 
Trust. The Nickersons allegations that PHH did not have standing or a beneficial interest 
are erroneous and not supported by any evidence. The Nickersons argue that PHH 
committed fraud, however, they did not allege fraud in their pleadings. No admissible 
evidence of fraud has been presented to the court. 
The Nickersons argue that PHH' s Complaint for judicial foreclosure should be 
dismissed because a Deed of Trust was used as the document to convey interest in real 
property consisting of approximately 50 acres that was not within any city limits. The 
title of the document is not controlling when the plaintiff seeks judicial foreclosure. A 
Deed of Trust may be non-judicially foreclosed, but only if certain requirements are met. 
Those limitations for non-judicial foreclosure do not apply to a judicial foreclosure. 
The Nickersons argue that the assignments from Coldwell Banker to Chase and 
from Chase to PHH are fraudulent. The defendants did not allege fraud as an affirmative 
defense. The Nickersons rely upon inadmissible evidence (see the court's order striking 
portions of Charles Nickerson's affidavit). The Nickersons have presented no authority 
for their argument that a note cannot be assigned. 
The Nickersons allege that they were not in default on the note. However, they 
have presented no affidavit or other evidence to support their conclusory allegations. The 
MEMORANDUM-4 
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court is not bound by conclusory statements of the law or facts. The Nickersons must 
submit some admissible evidence to support their allegation that they are current on their 
loan. 
CONCLUSION 
Based upon the undisputed facts as found by the court PHH is entitled to 
summary judgment. The Nickersons have not submitted any admissible evidence to 
support their motion for summary judgment and are not entitled to summary judgment. 
Dated this '~r:f day of April, 2014. --, 
,/L.:>C:::)·'.::::~:\{'._,,,,f' .. 
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I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do herebq.~ify that 
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Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
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3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, ID 83544 
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I through X, ) 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and 
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
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CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
JUDGMENT 
PHH Mortgage is awarded judgment against Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, 
husband and wife, in the amount of $340,339.84, together with interest at the lawful rate until 





PHH Mortgage's Deed of Trust is superior and prior to any subsequent liens, claims or 
interests, recorded or unrecorded regarding the real property described in the Deed of Trust 
attached to the complaint filed herein. 
Any and all persons claiming under, by or through Charles Nickerson and Donna 
Nickerson are barred and foreclosed of all right, title, claim, equity, or interest in and to the real 
property described in PHH Mortgage's Deed of Trust attached to the complaint on file herein. 
PHH Mortgage's Deed of Trust is foreclosed and the Sheriff of Clearwater County, Idaho 
is directed to sell the real property subject to said Deed of Trust according to law. Proceeds of 
such sale shall be applied according to law. 
All defendants are foreclosed of all claims or rights in and to the subject property 
described in said Deed of Trust, save and excepting for the statutory right ofredemption. 
PHH shall have judgment for any deficiency remaining after application of the proceeds 
of the foreclosure sale. 
The Sheriff of Clearwater County, Idaho shall execute a certificate of sale to the 
purchaser of the subject property at such sale. 
The defendants' claims are dismissed. 
Attorney fees and costs are reserved. 
Ordered this ?~,;( day of April, 2014. 
JUDGMENT-2 
./,' ) Michael J. Gnffin 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do hereby ce?fiithat a copy 
of the :?regoing was -~ ailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the . day of A-p.,1 l , 2ojj:'._, to: 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 NeffRoad 
Orofino, ID 83544 
JUDGMENT-3 
/ U.S. Mail 




From:Just Law 2085239146 
CHARLES C. rusT, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third~Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
0411s12014 1f l.hf D #712 P.017/020 
7!'1/1 ',.,., ' r•\ ?: I''., ,_i. , I / 
CA3E t, '. /)J_dOJl.:21_ 
6 {) DEPIJTY 
IN Tllll: DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s ). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Memorandum of Costs and Fees - Page 1 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
PLAINTIFFS, MEMORANDUM 
OF ATTORNEY COSTS AND 
FEES 
1256
From:Just Law 2085239146 04/18/2014 14:43 #712 P.018/020 
Plaintiff, PHH Mortgage. as prevailing party in this action, submit the following 
Memorandum of Costs in support of an award of costs and fees in accordance with I.R.C.P. 
54(d)(5): 
1. Costs incurred as a matter of right (1.R.C.P. 54(d)(1)(C): 
a. Filing fees (Complaint and Answer to 3rd party: $ 149.00 
b. Personal Service on Defendants $ 183.00 
c. Service by Publication $ 127.00 
d. Service on Chase Representative for Trial attendance $ 65.00 
e. Deposition Fees and Transcripts to M&M Reporting $2,243.42 
f. Photos and Trial Preparation Supplies $ 35.09 
g. Recording and Certification Fees $ 3.50 
h. Litigation Guarantee $1,276.00 
i. Expected recording fee for Amended Judgment $ 22.00 
j. Travel Expenses for swrunary judgment and trial $1,613.10 
2. Oiscretionary Costs incurred (1.R.C.P. 54(d)(1)(D): None 
3. Total Costs $ 5,717.11 
In accordance with I.C. §12-120(3), the following reasonable attorney fees incurred in 




Fees incurred by Jason R Rammell 
a. 57.9 hours at $240.00 per hour 
Fees incurred by Kipp L. Manwaring 





Tot.al Costs and Fees incurred by Just Law Offices in this matter: $43,697.11 
Memorandum of Costs and Fees - Pq:e 2 
10650-NI 
1257
From:Just Law 2085239146 04/18/2014 14:43 #712 P.019/020 
This Memorandum is supported by the affidavit of counsel regarding costs and fees. 
DATED this .L2.. day of April 2014. 
Memorandum of Costll and Fees - Page 3 
10650-NI 
Kipp . Manwaring 
Attorney for Plffi Mortgage 
1258
From:Just Law 2085239146 04/18/2014 14:43 #712 P.020/020 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /giJ.. day of April 2014, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon ttfe person or persons named below. in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 NeffRoad 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Colll't 
320 W. Main St. 
Grangeville, Id 83530 
Memorandum of Costs and Fees - Page 4 
10650-NJ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[?fl U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other ________ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 




From:Just Law 2085239146 
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PlilI Mortgage 
04/18/2014 1i=f1C ED #712 P.006/020 
CI ~ . K r, -: D 12 T ~ / 1~ T COURT 
CLE: ... ~1•·\-·•. r~'JWrt 
r; 1u · 
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~ . 




1 D OF.Pun 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRlCT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I tbru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Affidavit in Support: of Motion for Costs and Fees - Page 1 
10650-Nl 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
COSTS AND FEES 
1260
From:Just Law 2085239146 04/18/2014 14:41 #712 P.007/020 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
: ss 
County of Bonneville ) 
KIPP MANWARING, being first duly sworn under oatht deposes and states a.s follows: 
1. I am the attorney for Plaintiff and have personal knowledge of the facts and 
information contained in this affidavit. 
2. Attached as Exhibit A and incorporated here by reference is a true and accurate 
itemization of all costs and attorney fees incurred by and charged to Plaintiff concerning the 
issues and claims in this action. 
3. The hourly rate for the attorney fees charged was and is within the middle to 
upper range of hourly rates for attorneys with similar skill, e,tperience, and years of practice in 
the Second Judicial District. 
4. All attorney work performed for Plaintiff was in accordance with a written 
agreement made by Plaintiff to pay for attorney services on an hourly basis and not on a 
contingency fee basis. 
5. The nature of the claims and issues presented required the itemized detail of 
attorney time and work. Due to the nature of the claitns and issues1 the skill and experience of 
able attorneys practicing in real property law was required. 
6. The amount of attorney time devoted is reasonable in light of the nature of the 
claims and issues and the result obtained for Plaintiff. The hours required in preparation for and 
attorney time involved in two motions for summary judgment, depositions, and preparation for a 
court trial were necessary and reasonable. 
7. I have reviewed all of the listed events and details on the attached itemization and 
believe the time, work, and charges are correct and that all costs and fees claimed a.re in 
compliance with Rule 54(d)(l) and Rule 54(e)(3). 
DATED this _LZ day of April 2014. 
Affidavit in Support of Motion for Costs and Fees - Page 2 
10650-NI 
~~~ Kipp.Manwaring 
Attorney for PHH Mortgage 
1261
From:Just Law 2085239146 04/18/2014 14:41 #712 P.008/020 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this d day of April 2014. 
~~ ~otaryPublic fut Idaho 
Residing at; Moore, Idaho 
My commission expires: 09/29/2015 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of April 2014, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing docwnent was sel'V'ed upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
320 W. Main St. 
Grangeville~ Id 83530 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[X] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ ~~ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] U.S. Mail. Postage Prepaid 
M Facsimile 
[ ] Other ________ _ 
/f,eslieNorthrup 
Paralegal 
Affidavit in Support of Motion for Costs and Fees - Page 3 
10650-NI 
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5:11 PM Just Law 
04117/14 
Item Actual Revenue Detail ""Tl 
-.,. 
September 30, 1997 through April 30, 2014 0 3 






01ffi6"2011 1.50 Review flle artd draft Complaint. 240.00 360.00 :,;: 
01/07/2011 0.30 Complete CompJainllSummoos; Sent for fifing. 240.00 72.00 
0.2l04/2011 0.40 T elephooe Coofererice wllh Atlomey Miles to discuss boundary of subject property. 240.00 96.00 
02/04/2011 0.20 Request boundary dalificalion from title oompany. 240.00 48.00 
02/04/2011 0.30 Review Valua1ion Stimmaiy sheets from Oearwate,- County. 240.00 72.00 
02/04/2011 0.40 Telephooe Coofere11ce v.ilh Attorney Miles. Revie'N'ed pared sunmaries. 240.00 96.00 
0.2/04/2011 0.30 Telephone Conference v.ilh Attorney Miles. 240.00 72.00 
05/26/2011 0.20 Telephone Cooferenoe 1111th Def. Knowflon & Miles RE: Address of Defendant 240.00 48.00 . 
05/26/2011 0.30 Records check for Wolf Creek. MT address. 240.00 72.00 
05126/2011 0.50 Draft Motion/Affidavit of Service by Fubllca!loo. 240.00 120.00 
05/31n011 0.50 Draft Default dowmer,ts on Def. KllO\lstloo & Miles; Weis Fargo. 240.00 120.00 N 
0 




08/04/2011 0.40 ReY!ew file. Telephone Conference with Attorney ""1:chell. 240.00 96.00 w 
(0 
08/24/2011 0.60 R8'iiew Delet1danrs Answer 1o Complaint and OU' Complaint. 
~ 
240.00 144.00 .i:,. 
m 
08/24/2011 0.40 Mel wilh Lesie RE: Discovery Request. 240.00 96.00 
08/24/2011 0.20 Telephone Conferenoe with Def. Atklmey. 240.00 48.00 
09f02.12011 1.50 Draft 1st set of Discmiery documents. 240.00 360.00 
09{02/'2011 0.40 Repository search fro Judgment on Wells Fargo and Knowlton. Met wl11t Laura. 240.00 96.00 
09/06/2011 0.40 Revised Juclgment by Default cklcuments on Wells Fargo and Knowlton and llilfes. 240.00 96.00 
09/06/2011 0.50 Complete 1st set of Ois.c:overy to NickeffiOfl. 240.00 120.00 0 .i:,. 
09J26/2011 0.40 Telapflone Conference ID Clearwater District Court 240.00 96.00 -~ 
a; 
09/26/2011 Q.30 Re,;lew Courts requirement for revisions on Default. 240.00 72.00 -N 
09/2&2011 0.30 240.00 
0 
Met \lfflll Leslie. 72.00 ~ 
.i:,. 
09126/2011 tl.50 Prep.re file for Court oldered ScheckJ1i1g Conference. 240.00 120.00 
.i:,. 
09/.26/2011 0.50 Draft Judgment by Default RE: Weis Fargo and Knowllon. 240.00 120.00 .. 
.i:,. 
09/27/2011 0.20 Tele~ne Corrfererice with Clearwater Court. 240.00 4a.OO 
1lbblel" • 09/27/2011 0.40 Draft Nolioe of I nlent to Appear by Telepllooe. 240.00 96.00 
1 oro3l2011 0.50 Talephone Conference Wi1h Attorney l\.ttdlell RE: DiSCOllei)I artd settlement. 240.00 120.00 >II, 
--...J 
ii 
10l03f2011 0.40 Review Jetter from Atlorney Mitchell. Met with Leslfe. 240.00 96.00 ...... 
N 
.10113/2011 1.00 Fila preparation and l'El\liew fir 10/14 Heali",g. 240.00 240.00 cl 




Page 1 of8 
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5:11 PM Just law 04117114-
Item Actual Revenue Detail .,, -,, 
September 30, 1997 through April 30, 2014 0 =le 
Date Hours Memo Rate Amount (._ 
C 
10/14/2011 0.50 TelephCll'le Confererlce 'IMlh Attomey Mitchel. 240.00 120.00 r;J> ,-t-
10/14/2011 0.40 Sdleduling Conference with Gout. 240.00 96.00 ' ~ 
10J2Di2011 0.60 Telephone Conference with Attorney Mitchell. 240.00 144.00 :E 
10fl8/'2011 0.60 Receil/ed and l'elliewecl Defenclartfs Respoose to Request for Admissloo. 240.00 144.00 
1 Ofla/'2011 0.30 Telephone Conferenoe wilh Attorney Mitchell. 240.00 72.00 
11114/2011 0.30 Received and reviewed Default documoots on Knowl!ol'I and WeBs Fargo. 240.00 72.00 
11/14/2011 0.30 Telephone Conference wf1h Altomey ri.itctlell. 240.00 72.00 
11/14/2011 0.50 Recellled Notioo of Hearing Calelldar and metwilh Lesie on outstanding Di&cove1y due from Attom ... 240.00 120.00 
11/15,12(111 0.30 Telephone Conference wilh Attorney Mitchell RE: Discovuy deficiencies. 240.00 72.00 
11/22/2011 0.20 Met wi1h Leslie on Discovery status. 240.00 48.00 
11/22/2011 0.50 Re\liew iife. Telephone Conference with Attorney Mitchell. 240.00 120.00 
11/22/'2011 0.50 Draft letter to Attorney Mitchell. 240.00 120.00 
11i29f2011 1.40 Review Disoove,y Response5 from Attorney t.lltche~. 240.00 336.00 N 0 
0:, 11130/2011 0.40 Met Vdlh Lesua to forward Disocwery Response5 to Clent for review of iritemal records. 240.00 96.00 (.Tl 
N 
1211312011 0.30 Met with Leslie RE: Request for infmnation from Client 240.00 72.00 w CD 
12113/2011 0.30 Telep.heme Conlererice with DaM from PHH. 240.00 72.00 ~ 
en 
12/1512011 0.40 F~e review. Email to Leslie, Walter and Ms. McGiffat PHH. 240.00 96.00 
12/15/2011 0.10 Ema~ from D. McQiff. 240.00 24.00 
12115/2011 0.40 Email Yl!Ul attachments fi'om 0. McGriff. Review attachments and mat wiHl Les le. 240.00 96.00 
12115!2011 1.00 Email from D. MC'Griff witil attactments. R!311iew attachments.. 240.00 240.00 
12116/'201 t 0.40 Email from W. Wronka eil PHH; Re1l.m emait to Wronka; Telephooe Conference wilh At!Dmey Mitchel. 240.00 96.00 
12116/'2011 1.00 Review PHH payment history for 2002-2007, 2010-2011; Telephone Conference wilh Attorney Mitchell. 240.00 240.00 0 ~ --12/16/2011 1.20 Hearing preparation lime. 240.00 288.00 ' 
0:, 
12/1612011 0.90 Telephone Conference wilfl Clearwater Court Clerk; Telephonic Hearing; Tefephone Conference wflh ... 240.00 216.00 --N 
0 12/20/2011 0.70 F'reparalion fat" rnnfermce call with Attorney Mitchell; Confffl!nce Cal. 240.00 168.00 -' 
~ 
02/09/2012 2.40 Review Se and prepare for 116 Heeiring. Re111ew Motion. 240.00 576.00 
~ 
02/09/2012 1.30 Telephorie Conference wi1h Attorney Mtthelt. Hearing on Molioo morring prep lime. 240.00 312.00 .. 
~ 
02/09t2012 0.30 Telephone Conference W11h Attorney Mtcflell: Scheoole 1/12 Conference. 240.00 72.00 
02/ll9/2012 1.10 Raview payment history and email to D. Mc<3raff at PHH. T efephone Conference with Attorney Mlt .. 240.00 264.00 
02i09i'2012 0.30 Email from D. McGraff. Telephone COOf(lrelloe with Atty Milchell. 240.00 72.00 "ltc 
--..J 
021091'2012 0.50 Letter from Atty Mltcllel. FHe raview. Met wilh Leslie. Telephone Conference with Attorney ML. 240.00 120.00 -' N 
02J09J2012 0.50 Tele~homt Conference with Atlomey Mtchell. 240.00 120.00 -u 






S:11 PM Just Law 04/17/14 
Item Actual Revenue Detail ""T1 ..... 
September 30, 1997 through April 30, 2014 a 3 
Daw Hours Memo Rate Amount ,:_ 
,:: 
02/09/2012 1.30 Draft Replijto Counlerdaim. 240.00 312.00 Ch r+ 
03119'2012 2.60 Recelved al'ld rei.iewed letter from Attorney Mitchell. Telepliooe Call to lliit.eheil. R8'M'N Accept .. 240.00 624.00 ' P> 
0311 Q/2012 0.70 Met with Leslie. Revise Reply. Send copies of docs to Cnentfonewrew and Request for Respon, .. 240.00 168.00 
:,;: 
03/19/2012 0.70 Emall 10 D. MoGriff at PHH. Telephone Call to Mlh:hell. 240.00 168.00 
03/19/2012 0.30 Met with Leslie. Ema~ to Les~e- 240.00 72.00 
03119/2012 0.80 Review faxed info from Attorney Mllcllell. Amended Summons ood Coontarclaim. Telephone Call 1o ... 240.DO 192.00 
03/1912012 0.30 Review emails from W. Wronl<a at PHH. Met wilh Lesle. 240.00 72.00 
03/19.12012 0.10 Telepflone Conlerenoe with Attorney Mitchell. 240.00 24.00 
03/19/2012 0.70 Telephone Conference witf'I Attorney Mitchell. RE: Caption and party concerns. Emal I to W. Wrooka ... 240.00 168.00 
03/19/2012 0.40 Draft letter lo Attorney Mitchell. 240.00 96.00 
03119/2012 0.20 Review email from W. Wronka. 240.00 48.00 
03119/2012 0.50 Work on Response to Counterclaim. 240.00 120.00 
03119/2D12 0.40 Emal from D. McGriff. Met with Lesr.e. Email to Leslie. 240.00 96.DO N c::, 
03/19/2012 0.40 Telephone Coriference with JP Morgan Alomey Johri Stenquist. Telephone call to Atty Mitchell. 
a, 
240.00 96.00 01 
N 
0311912{)12 020 Repo5i!ory Glleck and file f'elllew. 240.00 48.00 w <.D 
~ 04/10/2012 0.40 Review faxed documerit from Attorney Mtdlell. Telephone Conference with t.lltcllel. 240.00 96.00 ~ 
m 
04/10/2012 0.40 Email to PHH wfth scanned documents. 240.00 96.00 
04/10/2012 0.40 Reoelved and reviewed Nolic:8 of Appearaooe. JP Morgan. 240.00 96.00 
04/10/2012 0.20 Telephone Confererme with Altomey Stenquist for JP Morgan. 240.00 48.00 
04110/2012 0.60 Ernail1o W. Wronka and D. IVlc::Grfff atPHH. Telephone Call with D. McGriff atPHH. Two emallswi ... 240.00 144.00 
D4/10/2012 1.10 Telephone Cooferenoe Yrith D. McGrtffat PHH. Telephooe Coofereflce 11!1ilh W. Wmnka at PHH. 3 ema ... 240.00 264.00 
04/10/2012 0.40 Received arx! nMewecl updated Stlpulalfon to Change Caption. S[pled and sent to parties. 240.00 96.00 c::, 
~ -04/10/2012 0.20 Received Acceptmce of Service ftcm Atty llillchell. 240.00 48.00 ~ 
a, 
04/10/2012 0.50 ReceiYed and reviewed faxed latter from Atty MitGllel. Telephooe Coofereflce with Atty S!enquisL .. 240.00 120.00 -N 
c::, 
04/10/2012 0.50 Email from Atty Steflquist Reti.m email to both attys. Emel l'rom Atty Mi!Chell RE: telepnone C ... 240.00 120.00 ~ 
~ 
04/100012 CJ.40 Email l'rom Atty Stenquisl Emai lo both attys RE: Confinnatlon of Friday 3/23 Confereooe. Erna ... 240.00 96.00 
~ 04/10/2012 1.00 Tele~ne Conference with Ally Stenquist. Received oopy of filed Aoceptanca from Mik:hell. Ema ... 240.00 240.00 
-ta: 04/10/2012 0.60 EmaB from Atty Stenquisl Relliewed JPMC pra,,ment history. Email to W. Wrooka and D. McGrtff at ... 240.00 144.00 
04/10/2012 2.00 Email from Atty Mftchell. Telephone Conference wl1h Atty Stenquist RE: PHH payment history. Re. •. 240.00 480.00 
04/'10/2012 0.60 Draft Answer to Coonterclain, 3rd Party Complaint. 240.00 144,00 '-1*, 
-.J 
04/10/2012 l.20 Meelqj 'With Charles JusL Complete Draft of Answer to Counterclaim, 3rd Party Complaint 240.00 288.00 ~ N 
04/17/2012 1.00 FilillQ Fee 240.00 61.00 -cJ 






5:11 PM Just Law 
04/17/14 
Item Actuat Revenue Detail ""Tl --. 
September 30, 1997 through April 30, 2014 0 3 
Date Hours Memo Rate Amount .. ,:_ 
s::: 
04/18fl012 0.40 Preparalloo fo.r Status Conference Hearing 240.00 96.00 Ch ....... 
04/18/2012 0.80 Status COflference HearlAQ. Telepl'looe cals from Attorney lliltcheU 240.00 192.00 ' P> 
07/1712012 0.20 Emails lo attorneys 240.00 48.00 
:,;: 
07/17/2012 0.50 Review an t:hblm S1ip Molioln for En1Jy of Promctive Older 240.00 120.00 
07/17/2012 0.10 Telephone conference from Attomey S1enqulstand emair 240.00 24.00 
07/17/2012 0.20 Email exchanges v.il.h bo1h aflomeys 240.00 48.00 
07/17/2012 0.20 Email from Attorney Mitchell with Response emal 240.00 48.00 
07/17/2012 0.20 Emam exchcanges wi1h attorneys 240.00 48.00 
TolalJ. Rammel 13,957.00 
K.Manwarlng 081l)112012 0.40 Metwll.h Leslie-dictate emaif to Mr. Casperite@PHH regarding mocllficaticPJ. 240.DO 96.00 
08/01/2012 0.30 Review emails from PHH 240.00 72.00 N 0 
OJ 08/01/2012 0.50 Draft no1ice of oeposllicms. Met with Leslie 1D coordi'iale stenographer in Lewiston 240.00 120.00 en 
N 
08/01/2012 0.20 Telephone comereoc:e wiih Rooak.l Caspeii!e@PHH 240.00 48.00 w t;O 
~ 08/01/2012 0.40 Tele?l'IOne oonferencewil.h Ronald Casperite @PHH 240.00 96.[l(J .i,. 
m 
08l011Z012 0.30 Telephone oonference wll.h attorney Stenquist 240.00 72.00 
08121/2012 0.30 Telephone cooferenoe Vlilh Attorney Steoipst 240.00 72.00 
0Br.W20f2 0.50 Telephone conference with Attorney Mitchell. Met wl1h K. Manwaring 240.00 120.00 
08/21/2012 0.30 RGYiew lelrer from Attorney Mitchell. 240.00 n.oo 
09/07/2012 1.10 Prepare file for telephone conference. Telep~one conference wl111 Attorney Stenquist a ... 240.00 264.00 
09/07/2012 0.60 Email to bolh aHomeys. Corifererice can wil.h Attorneys Stenquist, Mtrhell, and Kipp ... 240.00 144.00 c::, .i,. -09/0712012 0.40 Review S1ipulated Motion alld Order. Met wil.h Kipp Manwanng. 240.00 96.00 ~ 
ex, 
09l07f2012 0.20 IIIIEJt wilfl Leslie 1D review stal\Js of disoovary 240.00 48.00 -N 
0 11/05l2012 0.50 Met wilfl Kipp re: Dlscovery. Met wlU, Les~a. Review emails to R. Caspar1te 240.00 120.00 -' 
.i,. 
~ 
.i,. 11/05(2012 0.30 Follow-up wilh Leslie on request for client response to dlscova-y 240.00 n.oo 
.i,. 
08124/2012 0.40 Telephone conferance with comsel regardilg schedulirig 240.00 96.00 
N 
08/30/2012 0.30 R8Yiew JP Morgan's discovery response and copy to client 240.00 72.00 
08f30/2012 0.20 Review stipulation and proposed order. 240.00 48.00 '1l> 
-.J 
10/1212012 4.00 Draft affidavlls, mown al'ld memorandum for summary jud1J11ent. 240.00 960.00 ~ N 
10112/2(112 1.50 Draft disc;o,;ery response and forward to cliet1l 240.00 300.00 -0 






5:11 PM Just Law 04/1:7/14 
Item Actual Revenue Detail ..,., 
-,. 
September 30. 1997 through April 30, 2014 0 3 
Date Hours Memo Rate Amount L 
C 
10/1212012 2.00 Finalize dlscovery response. Finalize memorandum for sunmary judgment 240.00 480.00 O> ,+ 
10/1512012 0.50 Prepare ootices of 1aking deposlliorlS. 240.00 120.00 ,-
P> 
10/15/'2012 3.50 Review file and preparation klr depositions. Telepllooe conferer1ce with J. Stenquist 240.00 640.00 ""-
1 OJ1512012 0.10 Review stipulatfoo to extend time. 240.0!l 24.00 
10/15/2012 7.00 Travel 1D Lewistori 240.00 1.680.00 
1OJ1512012 9.50 Deposition of D. Nickerson 240.00 2,280.00 
10/1512012 4.00 Deposition of C. Nickerson 240.00 960.00 
10/'15/2012 7.00 Travel to Idaho Fals 240.00 1,680.00 
11 l'02/2012 0.70 Review order extending time and copy to client Review documents and letters from PHH ••• 240.00 168.00 
11.ID2/2012 0.40 Review Chase's motio!I for summary Judgment and copy 1D client 240.00 96.00 
11/02/2012 0,80 Prepare notice of heafirl9- summary judgment, aflldaylj and motion to appear telephoni... 240.00 192.00 
11/02/2012 0.30 Telepllone confenmce with J. Steriquist Review and si{;ll sq)tllalion. 240.00 n.oo 
11/00/2012 0.50 RG\liew order granting telephonic appearam:ie and copy to client. Review Nickerson's me. .. 240.00 120.00 N 0 




12/'05/2012 1.00 Hearing on wmmary judgmeflt 240.00 240.00 w co 
~ 
12/05/2012 0.20 Review Nickerson's motion 1o strike and copy to clierit 240.00 48.00 .i:,. 
0) 
12/05/2012 0.30 Review court's decisloo and judgment and oopy lo client 240.00 72.00 
1210512012 0.20 Telephone conference with R. Casperile 240.00 48.00 
12/0512012 2.00 T elephor1e conference with J. Mttdlell. Prepare trial brlet Witness and exhibit list. 240.00 480.00 
12/05l201.2 0-20 Telephor1e oooferencewlth J. Mitchell 240.00 48.00 
12/05l2012 0.50 Telephone conference with court and comsel. Telephone oo~nce with J. Stem;ufst 240.00 120.00 
12/28/2012 025 Prepare subpoena for Chase witness 240.00 60.00 0 .i:,. -12/2Bt2012 0.20 Re\liew trial order arid oopy to client 240.00 48.0!l ~ 
0:, 
12!2Bt2012 0.20 Reveiw Mckersoo's motion to reoansicler and copy to clier1t. Motion to Extend and copy ... 240.0Q 48.00 ---N 
Cl 12/2lll2012 0.20 Telephone conference with J. Sleinquist 240.00 48.00 ~ 
.i:,. 
12/28/2012 0.30 Review R Casperile's email wi1h payment his!Dry 240.00 72.00 ..,. 
01/11/2013 0.30 Telehone oomerence with R. Casperfte 240.00 72.00 
.i:,. 
01/2612013 0.30 Telephone oonference wf1h R. Casperite. Review Casperite's emails and reply. 240.00 72.00 N 
01128/2013 0.40 Telephone c:onrerence wilh Clert- vacate hearing. Telephone conference v.ffll client 240.00 96.00 
01/28/2013 0.10 Teleplo.ne conference with J. Stenquist 240.00 24.00 "'*' --.J 
01/28/2013 0.20 Telephone conference \ldlh J. Stenquist. 240.00 48.00 ~ N 
02/11/2013 0.30 · Review notice of hearing and ropy to drerrt. Telephone conference wilh J. Mtchell. 240.00 72,00 -i::, 






5:11 PM Just Law 04/17114 
Item Actual Revenue Detaif ..,, ...... 
September 30, 1997 through Aprif 30, 2014 0 3 .. Oat& Hours Memo Rate Amount L 
C 
02111/2013 0.20 Email E. Casperlte 240.00 48.DO 
Ch 
,+ 
02/ll/2013 0.20 Email J. StenquiSt alid f'8l)fy 240.00 48.00 r-
!J> 
02f11/"l013 0.50 Review J. l\likhelrs affidavit and copy to clent 240.00 120.00 ""-
D2/'11l2013 0.25 Review Chase's opposillon io Niokerson's motion and copy to clier,t 240.00 60.00 
02/11!'l013 0.20 Telephone conference with J. fl.41tchell. Email R. CasperJte 240.00 48.00 
02/11/2013 0.20 Rel.lew ameoded riolk:e of hearing and COP'f ID cllertt 240.00 48.00 
02/1112013 1.00 Tefephone conference hearing on motions. Telephone conference wilh J. Mi!aiell. Prep .•. 240.00 240.00 
02/11/2013 0.20 Re\llew R. Caspema's and S. Tomasso's emails and reply. 240.00 48.00 
031'14/2013 0.20 Review J, Mitchelrs amended nottce of hearing and copy to dent 240.00 48.00 
03/15/2013 1.30 Prepare mo1ion, aflida'>lit and slipulalfon for electronic appearance of witness.Telep •.. 240.00 312.(lD 
03/15f2013 1.00 Telephooe ronference Vililh J. Mftehel. Review court on:lers and oopy to cienl T e!eph ••• 240.00 240.00 
03!15l'2013 1.00 Telephone ccnferenoe with J. Pditcllell. Email spreadsheet. 240.00 240.00 
03/15/2013 1.30 Trial preparation. Letter to Sheiiff. Telephone oonference with clerk. 240.00 312.00 N 0 
0:, 03/15/2013 1.00 Rfl\liew file for !rial prep. 240.00 240.00 u, 
N 
03/151'2013 0.50 Re\oiew emibrts. Review notice of heamg br status oonference and copy to client 240.00 120.00 w (D 
~ 
03/1512013 1.30 Email J. Stenquist Telephone conference wtth cout and J. Mi!diell. Email S. Tomasso ..• 240.00 312.00 4'>, m 
03/1512013 0.30 Review court's notice of hearing and oopy to clenl Rei.iew J. Mitchelrs motion. aff ... 240.00 72.00 
0312912D13 0.25 Emai J. Steriquist regaroing affidavit 240.00 00.00 
0312912013 0.10 RE!\liew J. Slenquist's email. 240.00 24.00 
04/12/2013 0.20 Review amended no1ice of hearing and copy 1D client 240.00 48.00 
04/30/2013 0.10 Telephooe conferanoa wtth J. Mitchell regarding hearing date change 240.00 24.00 
04/30/2013 0.50 Review arnellded notice of hearing and copy to client Letter ID J. Mitdlell and fax to ... 240.00 120.00 0 4'>, 
--. 04/30/2013 0.20 Review J, Mttchei's amooded notioe of heanng and copy to client. 240.00 48.00 -' 
0:, 
--. 07/08/2013 0.30 Review J. Mitchel's affidavit of mailing and copy to er.ant Ema~ J. Stenquist 240.00 72.00 N 
c:, 
07/17/2013 1.50 Email J. $~st Prepare motion al'KI memorandum for summary judgement 240.00 360.00 -' 4'>, 
07(17/2013 2.DO Email J. Mltclhell regarding senrice of order. Prepare affidavils for summary judgment. .. 240.00 480.00 
4'>, 
07117/2013 0.311 Review R. Caspente's emai[. Mocfrfy affidll\'lt 240.00 n.oo .. 4'>, 
N 08/05fl013 0.10 Emall J. Stenqurst 240.00 24.00 
08/05/2013 0.20 Email J. Stenquist and nMeW reply. 240.00 48.00 
0812212013 0.20 Email R Casperill!I regarding affidavit Email J. stenqufst regarding affidavit 240.00 48.00 sit, 
-.J 
00/05J2013 025 Em!iM W. Wl'Odta. EmaM J. Stenquist 240.00 60.00 
~ 
N 
09/18/2013 0.30 Email J. Stenquist Telephone conference wi1h J. Stenquist 240.00 72.00 -.::, 






Page6 of 8 
1268
5:11 PM Just Law 04i17/14 
Item Actual Revenue Detail ""Tl ...... 
September 30, 1997 through April 30, 2014 0 3 
Date Hours Memo Rat& Amount ,:_ 
C 
10/0!3/2013 0.20 T elepl1one conference with J. Sl:etlqulst. 240.00 48.00 U> ..+ 
10/15/2013 0.20 Review J. Stenqulsfs emal and reply 240.00 48.00 r-
P> 
11/0412013 0.75 Redraft molion and memorandum for summary judgement 240.00 180.00 
:,;;: 
11l04t.1013 1.50 Review Ctiase affadavit and copy to dier,t. &!fld email to J. Slet1quist Email PHH. R ••• 240.00 360.00 
11/04/2013 0.50 Fi11alize summary judgement motion, memorandum and 11olice of hearing. 240.00 120.00 
11/1312013 0.20 Cooference wllll J. Ste11quist 240.00 48-.00 
1112112013 0.75 Finalize motion for summary juclgmerit Prepare notloe of heanng 240.00 180.00 
1112112013 0.20 Review court notloe of hearing and copy 1D Client 240.00 48.00 
12/17/2013 0.30 re\'iew Nic:kersoo's memoraocun opposing summary judgement and copy to client. 240.00 72.00 
12/23J2013 1.50 Prepare reply brief 240.00 360.00 
12/30/2013 0.25 Review QWR Draft: 240.00 60.00 
12/30l2013 Q.75 Review Nickerson's moUon for SUT1mary jud!,ment and affidavit and copy to client. 240.00 180.00 
01l06/'2014 0.20 Review notlr.e of hea11ng and COl)ll lo Client 240.00 48.00 N a 
0:, 01/08l2014 2.00 Prepare malion to s!rike. Prepare motloin to amend. Prepare notice of hearing 240.00 480.00 u, 
N 
01/11/2014 2.00 Draft response to nfck:eraon's summary judgement 240.00 480.00 w (0 
~ 
01/11/2014 2.00 Draft response to Nlckerson's summary judgm011t 240.DO 480.00 ~ m 
01/11/2014 1.50 Finalize response i11 opposition. Prepare malicm1o take judicial notice. Prepare notice of hea ... 240.00 360.00 
01/1412014 0.20 Review aflidaw of D. Clart and oopy to Client 240.00 48.00 
01!1412014 D.20 Review Nlckeraon's notice of appearance and copy to Client 240.00 48.00 
01'1412014 0.25 Telephone CIOrlfi!rence on summary judgment 240.00 60_00 
01 /'29/2014 0.50 Finish motions and summary jud!JT!errl respoose. Prepare notice of heanng and file a~ motions and ... 240.00 120.00 
02f20/2014 o_oo Review Nickeraoo's motion to continlle ancl oopy to c!ienl Prepare ob,eotion. 240.00 144.00 a ~ --02!20t2014 0.50 Prepare for hearing. 240.00 120.00 ' 
0:, 
02/20/2014 1.75 Hearing on summary judgment motions. 240.00 420.00 -N 
a 03/'03/2014 0.40 Review Nickersan's repJy brief iind respooses to molioris end COflY to dient. 240.00 96.00 ~ 
~ 
03/1212014 0.2:5 Review Nickersori's supplemental evidence and copy to diem. 240.00 60.00 
~ 04/08/2014 0.30 Review Nick:e.rson's response and objection and copy to client. 240.00 72.00 
~ 





Litigation Expenses -0 









Just Law 04/17/14 
[tem Actual Revenue Detail .,., .... 
September 30, 1997 through April 30, 2014 0 3 .. Date Hours Memo Rate Amount (_ 
C 
02/22/2011 Se!Vice of Process 138.00 
CJ> 
,+ 
03J04f2011 Service of Process I NicJc:el'Son 45.00 r-
P> 
09l06!2011 Cert. of Judgment/ Nickeroon ..: 3.50 
03/19/2012 Publication of Service 127.00 
05i01!.2012 Filing fee fur answer ID 3rd party oomplaintn-Jk:kerson 61.00 
10/15/2012 Job# 6498C2 lnvofce# 584C5 - Deposition Transatpt M&M Repor1ing 1,454.89 
10/15/2012 Job# 6497C2 ln110lce # 587C5 • Deposition Transcript M&M Reporting 788.53 
10/15/2012 Travel ~enses 1,094.30 
12/05/2012 Service of Subpoeria fo.r lrial 65.00 
02/11/2013 Travel [Nic:i<6fSOll) 51&80 
03!15/2013 Trial Supplies - binders, dllriders, etc 22.05 
03/15/2013 Z4) Print - oolor r;.opes for 1rial exhibits 13.04 
07/30/2013 Litigation Guarantee/Nickersoo 1,276.00 N c::, 
0:, 04/18/2013 Expeectec:I recording fees for oertified Judgment 22.00 c.n 





















From:Just Law 2085239146 
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARlNG, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
04/18/201 ~!i!.f:~O #712 P.003/020 
Cl Ef:;' 0 r DI HR JCT COUR T 
cu: ~.!=i ' ' ,··. (:- U1JTY 
:rJIQ , M . ~·· -:· ,. : 
I 
o.·c 1. VJX)/1:;$,_ 
B .• ~ /jJ .DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Motion for Costs and Fees - Page 1 
10650-NJ 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
PLAINTIFF'SMOTION FOR 
COSTS AND FEES 
1271
From:Just Law 2085239146 04/18/2014 14:41 #712 P.004/020 
In accordance with I.R.C.P. 54(d)(1) the terms of the Promissory Note and Deed of Trust, 
and the Court's determination of prevailing party in its Judgment, Plaintiff moves the court for 
its order granting Plaintiff its costs and reasonable attorney fees incurred in this action. This 
motion is based upon the affidavit of counsel in support of motion for costs and the 
memorandum of costs filed simultaneously with this motion. 
In the event an objection is filed, Flainti:ff requests oral argument. 
DATED this /7day of April 2014. 
Motion for Costs and Fees - Page 2 
10650-NI 
~~ Attorney for P:::: 
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From:Just Law 2085239146 04/18/2014 14:41 #712 P.005/020 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the /J./;J, day of April 2014, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Qrofino,Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
320 W. Main St. 
Gtangeville, Id 83530 
Motion for Costs and Fees- Page 3 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
JkJ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other ________ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ~ Facsimile 




Apr 21 14 06 :06p 





Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
IN THE DISlRJCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STA.TE 








CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
lO NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC~ WELLS 





COLDV.'ELL BANKER MORTGAGE. aid.lb/a 
14 of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 




Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MOTION TO STRIKE SECOND 
AFFIDAVIT OF RONALD E. CASPERITE 
17 COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, in accordance with common 
18 law and the maxim,fraw omnia vitiat -fraud vitiates everything, respectfully request the court 
19 to strike the Second Affidavit ofRonald E. Casperite because it contains fatal contradictions and 
20 notary fraud and therefore, as a matter oflaw, is inadmissible. The notary seal is. affixed to the 
2 ! affidavit but th.e notary did not sign the affidavit. It is the Nickersons hope an<l prayer this Court 
22 is as equally frustrated and appalled as they are at this blatant disregard and disrespect of the 
23 notary's oath to fulfill their dt.nies and concurs with the Supreme Court of Washington in 
24 vie~ing this act as a crime. •0A signed notarization is the ultimate assurance upoo which the 
25 whole world is entitled to rely that the proper person signed a document on the stated day and 
~otion to Strike Second Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite 
Page 1 of3 
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1 place. Local, interstate, and international transactions involving individuals, banks, and 
p.47 
P-2 
2 corporations proceed smoothly because all may rely upon the sanctity of the notary's seal .. .'The 
3 proper functioning of the legal system depends on the honesty of notaries who are entrusted to 
4 verify the signing of legally significant documents.' ... a false notarization is a crime and 
s undermines the integrity of our institutions upon which all :mu~t rely upon the faithful fulfillment 
6 offue notary's oath." Klem v. Washington Mut. Bank, 295 P.3d 11791 176 Wash. 2d 771 (2013)_ 
7 "Wherefore, the Nickersons request the court to strike the second affidavit of Ronald E. 
8 Casperite and consider any appropriate disciplinary action and or sanctions to be assessed on the 
9 Plaintiff or Plaintiff's counsel for their disregard of the proper judicial system and for submitting 
:.o a document that embodies a criminal act. In addition, since the Plaintiff bases their motion for 
11 summary judgment and there standing to bring this case upon Mr. Casperite's inadmissible 
12 affidavit, ru; a matter of law, the cunentjudgment must be vacated and their case must be 
13 dismissed 












DA TED this~ay of-. .'°+~+'2'"'"""/1_.9-(_· _____ , 2014 
Moti{l]l to Strike Second Aflidavit of Ronald E_ Casperite 
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CERTIFJCATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned here by certifies that on the '2L._ Paay of ~_,..... ,j,/ , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing docum tby the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
4 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Bex 50271 
6 Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
7 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idaho County District Court 
381 WestMe.in 
9 Grangeville, ID 83530 
to Jen A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fie.Ids 
11 PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 














(/} U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ") u .S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mai) 
( ) Facsimile 
( -1 U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mai.I 
( ) Facsimile 
Motk1n 10 Stn"ke Second Affida~it ofRoriald E. Casperite 
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CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NeffRd 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
r ILE D p.4o 
CcL ,E~AK OF D!STR fci cou,':1 , P,\~'" r -r, (' ,,, 
-·· · , · · , OU! Tr 
7n1u ' -11 " 
, 1 ? ,, t' I 8· "" , .._ . ~ . . 'L 
0\S[ nC• .W LJ ({ ' -· 
BY_ ip __ D[ . , I 
7 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COlJNTY OF CLEARWATER 
B 
9 PHH MORTGAGE, 
10 Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, 
11 VS. 
12 CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NJCKERSON, husband and v..ife; 
13 KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES l 
14 tbru X 
15 Defendant, 
16 COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, af d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE,. and JP::vt:ORGAN 
17 CHASE BANK, N.A 
18 Third Party-Defendants. 
19 
Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
ORDER GRANTI:'.'IG PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE 
20 
21 
COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, respectfully request this 






" ... a motion for reconsideration pursuant to Rule 11 (a)(2)(B) was proper, even if filed 
after final judgment had been entera:d, because the Patient sought reconsideration of an 
interlocutory order. \V'hen considering a motion for reconsideration under Rule 11 (a)(2), the 
Motion to Reconsider Judgment 
Pag~ l of3 
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J district court should take into account any new :facts, law, or information ptesented by the 
2 moving party that bear on the correctness of the district court's interlocutory orde:r. Coeur 
p.41 
p.2 
3 d'Alene Mining Co. v. First Na! 'I Barile ofN. Idaho, 118 Idaho 812, 823, 800 P .2d 1026, 103-7 
4 ( 1990). However, new evidence is not required and the moving party can re-argue the same 
5 issues in addition to new arguments.'~ Arregui v. Gallegos-MAIN, 153 Idaho 801,291 P.3d 1001 
6 (2012). 
7 This motion is supported by the Nickersons Memorandwn in Support of Motion to 
8 Reconsider Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion to Strike which will be filed with the Court v.,ithin 
9 fourteen days from the date of filing this motion in accordance with I.R..C.P. 7(b)(3)(C). 
10 Wherefore, the Nickersons request the court to reconsider its order granting Plaintiff's 
11 motion to strike and permit Charles Nickersons affidavit to stand as filed. 
l2 Oral argument requested. 
l3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SEB,_VICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the):/.5t, day of 4,,...,.-:-( , 2014. I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy o= the foregoing document by the method indicated 





Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box50271 
Idaho Falls, JD 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffir,~ 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville. ID 83530 
Jon A. Stenquist 
(.,-) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(/) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
10 Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Bex 51505 
(/; U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 11 Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
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CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
f L E~K OF DISTRICT COUR "p.1 
CL :ARW . Tr" r.oU NT r 
7f/q ;. n ?2 .J S:fJO 
CA SE f,u_ fJ.J.'Jolf-).5/ / 
BY~ 6 0 Dr 
7 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
8 
9 PHH MORTGAGE, Case ~o.: CV 2011-28 














CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
N'JCKERSON, husband and wife; 
K.NOi.:v'LTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 




COLDVlELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a ! 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN . 
CHASE BA.~K., N.A 
'Third Party-Defendants. 
COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, respectfully request this 
Court to reconsider its order granting judgment in favor of the Plaintiff, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 
l l{a)(2)(B). 
"When considering a motion for reconsideration under Rule l l(a)(2), the district court 
should 1ake into account any new facts, Jaw, or information presented by the moving party that 
24 
bear on the correctness of the district court's interlocutory order. Coeur d'Alene ).,£ming Co. v . 
First Nat'l Bank o/N Idaho, 118 l<laho 812,823, 800 P.2d 1026, 1037 (1990). However, new 
evidence is not required and the moving party can re-argue the same issues in addition to new 
arguments." Arreguh. Gallegos-MAIN, 153 Idaho 801,291 P.3d 1001 (2012). 
25 
Motion to Reconsider Judgment 
Pagelof3 
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p.2 
"Courts have distilled various grounds for reconsideration of prior rulings into three 
major grounds for justifying reconsideration: (1) an intervening change in contro1li..""lg law; (2) 
2 the availability of new evidence or m expanded factual record; and (3) need to correct a clear 
error or to prevent r.i.anifest injustice." Louen v. Twedt, 2007 WL 915226 (E.D. Cal. March 26, 
3 2007)4 
4 This motior: is bcing filed iJ: order to correct a clear error and the manifest injustice that 
5 has been rendered in this case. The expanded factual record, repeatedly :inaccurate and unreliable 
6 tlefault am-0unts presented, in conjunction with the new evidence presented, irrefutably denies 
7 the Plaintiffs. standing in this case. The Plaintiff is not and was not the No1e Holder nor investor 
8 in the Nickersons loan nor does the Plaintiff have beneficial interest in the Nickersons Mortgage. 
9 The Plainti.:ffhas not and can net show or prove injuries based on the actions or inactions of the 
-~o Nickersons. Therefore, the Plaintiff did not and does not have a complaint and judgment in favor 
\ l of the Plaintiff must be reversed and judgment in favo:- of the defendants must be grantec:L 
12 This motion is supported by the Affidavit of C1arles Nickerson in Support of Motions to 
13 Reconsider filed simultaneously vvith this Motion and the Nickersons Memoranclum in Support 
14 of Motion to Reconsider Judgment and the Nickersons newly Amended Answer, .Counterclaim 
15 and Third Party Complaint which 'Nill be filed with the Court withln fourteen days from the date 
16 offi:ing this motion in accordancewithl.R.C.P. 7(b)(3)(C). 
17 \Vherefore, the Nickersons request the court to consider the expanded factual record, the 
I & new evidence presented and the preponderance of evidence in the record, and vacate its 
19 judgment in favor of the Plajntiff and grant summary judgment in favor of the Nickersons. 






DATED this d/ -'/ day of-,
7
,,.,_Ay?g'.
4=4 =,,:.+~f _____ , 2014 
Motton to Reconsider Judgment 
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2 
CERTCFICATE OF SEI{YICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on th~ day of ~.,..... _c / , 20] 4, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the fore going docJm t by ilie method indicated , 
below. and addressed to the followiog: : 
3 
4 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
6 Idaho Falls,, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
7 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
9 Grangeville, ID 83530 
1 O Jon A. Stenquist 
(/) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Ovenright or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( -1 U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
Moffatt Thom2S Barrett Rock & Fields 
11 PO Box 51505 
(I) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
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CHARLES NlCKERSON AND DONNA NlCKERSON 
3165 Neff'Rd 
Orofino, ID 83 544 
Defendants Pro Se 
?n1q r ~~ ? i. ::;f B= 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND .JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 








Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER CHASE'S 
AND PBH'S SUMMARY JUDGMENTS 
CHAR.LES NICKERSON and DONNA 
LO NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
K.NOWL TON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 





COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, aid.lb/a 
l4 of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPYiORGAN 





COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, in accordance with LR.C.P. 
18 I 11 (a)(2){B) respectfully request the court to reconsider its Order Gran1ing Chase's Motion for ., 
19 j I Summary Judgment and Order Granting PHH's Motion for Summary Judgment in Part entered 






" ... a mDtion for reconsiderati.on pursuant to Rule 1 l(a)(2)(B) was proper, even if filed 
after final judgment had been enter~d, because the Patient :sought reconsideration of an 
interlocutory order. When coasidering a motion for reconsideration nnder Rule l l(a)(2), the 
district court should take fru:o account any new facts, law, or information presented by the 
moving party that bear on the correctness of the district court's interlocutory order. Coeur 
d'Alene Mining Co. v. First Nar 'l Bank oJN Idaho, 118 Idaho 812,. 823,800 P.2d 1026, 1037 
(1990). However, new evidence is not required and the moving party can re-argue the same 
issues in addition to new arguments." Arregui v, Gallegos-J,1A.!N, 153 Idaho 80l, 291 P.3d 1001 
(2012). 
Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH 's Summary Judgments 
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1 This motion is based on the previously filed affidavits of John :\iitchell, dated October 
z 31, 2012 and January 22, 2013, the Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins, and the Affidavit of Charles 
3 Nickersou in Support of Motions to Reconsider filed simultaneously ~ith this motion, and the 
4 Nickersons newly Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint and the 
5 Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH's Summary Judgments 
6 which will be filed with the Court within fourteen days from the date of filing this motion in 
7 accordance with l.R.C.P. 7(b)(3)(C) .. 
8 The Nickersons assert the interests of justice would best be served by granting their 
9 motion for rec<Jn.sideration. 
Jo Vlherefore, the Nickersons request the court to consider the preponderance of evidence 
11 presented in the record and reconsider and reverse its orders granting summary judgment to 
12 Chase and partial swnmary judgment to PHH. 




















CERTIFICATE OF SER\llCE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on 1he~&y of ~c..,r/ , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregomg documeby the method indicated 
2 below, and addressed to the following: 
3 IGpp ·Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
4 38 l Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
5 Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fa'{ (208)523-9146 
6 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
7 Idaho County District Court 
3 81 West :.vlain 
8 Grangeville, ID 83530 
9 Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
LO l PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 















( "1 U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsintile 
(.,1 U.S. Mall 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priorit}' Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
C-1 U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH's Summary- Judgment~ 
Page3 oO 
1285
Apr 21 14 06:03p FILED p.36 
f.CLLEER~ POF. DISTRICT couo G.1 
" ,~1 ·\ r,.. ~ (' , . r 
·· · ' 0UNT 1 
7(1/11 ',"n -
' ','i ·1 ?!. Ml 8: n2 
Ci~SE ,'.'(: , &i_.J.a.11.~r j 
CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
I 3165 Neff Rd 
- . 
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7 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
8 
OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COL-:,JTY OF CLEARWATER 




12 CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and \\-ife; 
13 · KNO\VLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
i FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
14 thru X 
!5 Defendant. 
l6 COLD\VELL BM'KER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PIDI MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
L7 CHASE BANK, N .A. 
18 Third Party-Defendants. 
Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO AME-ND 
ANSWER, COUNTERCLAThl, TIDRD 
ARTYCOMPLAINTANDDEMANDFO 




COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, respectfu11y moves this 
Court, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 15, for entr)· ofa::i Order gran1ing leilve to amend their t\nswer, 
I 





i Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Tcia1 will be filed wi.1h the 
Court within fourteen days from the date offili.ng this mot:ioo in accordance with l.R.C.P. 
7(bX3)(C). 
Motion to Amend 
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1 In support of this motio~ the Nickersons tespectful)y represents to the Court that the 
2 inter{;!sts of justice would best be served by allowing this Amended Answer, Omnterclaim, Third 
3 Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial to be filed. 
4 This motion is further based upon the pleadings, files, and records before the Cotu1:. 
s. Please note: As a part of this amended answer, counterclaim and third party complaint the 
6 Nickersons set forth. more fully their claims of Breach of Contract, Breach of Covenant of Goo~ 
7 Faith and Fair Dealing, Breach of RESP A 12 U.S.C. § 2605, and Breach of Federal Fair Debt 
B Collectioos Practices Act. .l\s these claims are more specific than those pre'\-iously filed, the 
9 Nickersons respectfully request the Court to consider them to be new clanns. Also, in 
10 1 considering the claims regarding the Federal Fair Debt Collections Practices act, tlte Nickersons 
11 would like to direct the CoW'tS attention to rulings regarding who is considered a "debt collector" 
12 under the act and that mortgage foreclosure :s considered debt co1lection under the act. The U.S. 
13 Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit stated, "we hold that mortgage foreclosure is debt 
14 collection u..'1.der the act." Glazer v. Chase Home Fin., et al. 704 F. 3d 453 (6th Cir. 2013). 
15 Additionally, at the time PHH violated the act, February of 2010, they were a servicer which 
16 allegedly obtained a debt that they believed was in default and therefore, were ''debt collectors" 
17 under the act. A1so, the actions of Just Law fall under the act because their primary business is 
18 mortgage :foreclosure. The cite foreclosures first on faeir list of services, and claim "'Just Law, 
l9 Inc. is the only ]aw firm in [daho devoted primarily to the needs of the Mortgage Banking 
20 Industry," on their website. '"Lawyers who meet the general definition of a 'debt collector' must 
21 comply with the FDCPA when engaged in mortgage foreclosure. And a lawyer can satisfy that 
22 definition if his principal busines.s purpose is mortgage foreclosure or ifhe 'regularly' performs 
23 this function." Glazer, Id. The L'nited States Supreme Court has also held that attorneys who 
l 
24 regularly use litigation to collect debts are "debt collectors" under the act. Heintz et al v. Jenkins, 
25 514 U.S. 291 (1995). Therefore, based on the above legal authority, the Nickersons request the 
Molton to Amend 




Court to allow the claims for violating the Federal Fair Debt Collections Practices Act to remain 
2 in the complaint. 
3 Wherefore, the Nickersons request the court to grant leave to the Nickersons to amend 
4 their Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint_ 




















DATED this-?-,t ~faay of~4.L· :p=._!.A="':._:-r ____ _;~ 2014 
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The undersigned hereby certifies that on th~ day of ...,.// , 2014, I 
CERTIFICATE OF S~ICE ~ 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing docufutby the method indicated 
below, and addressed tD the following: 
3 
4 l(jpp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
6 [daho Falis, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
7 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 [dabo County District Court 
381 West Maio 
9 Grangeville, ID 83530 
IO JonA Stenquist 
Mciffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
11 PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls. ID 83405 
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I j CHARLES NlCKERSON AND D0N1'IA NICKERSO::--l 
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C( :RK OF DISTRICT r.JQ111 R·· 
Cl Ei'.P 1•11 ,, T ~'"' C"U~ ~.· - '.' 
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7 IN THE DISTRICT COTJRT OF THE S)l:COND JUDICIAL DJ STRICT OF THE STATE 
8 
OF I.DARO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEAR\'\1 A TF.R 
9 PHH 1i.·1CRTGAGE, : Case No.: CV 201 J-28 











CHARLES NICKERSON and. DONNA 
1\ICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & :\11ILE.S PLLC; WELLS 








COLDWELL BAJ\.'XER MORTGAGE, aid.lb/a ! 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE B.Af\11(, XA. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
20 I, CHARLES NJCKERSON, deposes and states: 
AFFIDAVIT IN SL"PPORT OF 
MOTCONS TO RECONSIDER 
21 1. I am a Defendant in the above-entitled action. 
22 2. I am competent to testify lo these matters. 
:u 3. I have persona1ly read an.d reviewed the attached exhibits. 
24 4. I know when the princip'3.l ba1ance on an account ree-ord is $0, rhe account record is 
25 indicating fhere i:,-: no 11.l(lre money due ou that accoun.t. 
AffKla'l-·tt in Suppo1t cf Motions to Recunsi{le:r 






























5. 1 trusted Cokiwdi Banker Mortgage based on 1heir oral and vnitten representations to me 
to have the knowledge cf how mortgage transactions should be conducted, and at all 
times to act on my and mr wife's best interest i1J this mn_rtg,age transaction~ to conduct all 
business practices fairly audjusHy_. and to u;>hold the Jaws of"'ch.e State ofrdaho andofth 
United States. 
6. Despite numerous requests, I was denied payment receipts, acco1.1nt statements. e~crow 
analysis :.rnd v,,.itten confirmation of changes ma.de to account history due t:o misapplied 
payments, force :placed h:suram:·e, payments placed in suspense accounts, double charges 
removed, and other such Chase record and bookkeeping en·or .:locu:rnentation. 
7. The principal t>alance on the detailed l1'ansaction history (account history) provided by 
Brandie S. Watkins (Affidavit of Brandie S. H'atkir1s, Exhibit F) shows a baJance of $0 in 
November200'9 and a negative balance of$-l,186.90 on January 21, 2010. 
8. Chase's detailed Lrnnsaction histmy principal balance sho""--s the Nickersons were due a 
refund of$ I . 186.90 as of January 21 ., 2010. 
9. Since the principal balan.ce on Chase's account history is $0 in November of 2009, then 
as of November 2C09 according to Chase, there is no more debl owed. on tltis loan. 
10. [f there is no more debt owed on a Loan, then the loon cannot be in defuu:tt. 
l l. [f al] payments are made, then the loan cannot be .in defuult. 
12. I made all payments I was allowed to make. knew to make or was inscructed to make by 
Chase and ro Chase, and wac; current and in goo<i sta.lJding \vith Chase h1 Ja..""luary 2010. 
13. A Chase employee named Kim who •.ve trusted and believed told us om account was in 
current and in good standing as of January 2010. 
14. A Wells Pargo employee- named Heather reviewed a credit repmt in January20IO and 
told us Chase represented and reported that v.ie were current-on this account. Vie relied o 
these teprese.."1.tafions. 
.4. ffida,,ht il'l Support of Motions to .Recoriskler 
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15. According to Chase's account history, we we-re not in defauJt as of January 21, 2-01 D. 
p.7 
p.3 
16. Upon the alleged transfer of servicing from Chase to PHH, PHH immediately claimed a 
defautt of 14 missed :paymems. 
l 7. My v..ife and I disputed the default arid requested PHH to provide the account records. 
PHH refused to research the disputed default and claimed 1hey did not have the account 
records. On July 3, 2012, PHH stated,, in response to the "\1ckersons request for 
admissions, "PHH is unaware of any payments made or not made by the Nickersons to 
Chase." 
18. Since, in Februa..ry of2010, PHH., by their ow11 admission, was unawa,e of any payments 
made or not made by !he Nickersons to Chase, then PHH cc1ild not claim a default. 
19. PHH would not, did not and has not allowed me or my ~ife to make any payments sinc.e 
February ::W IO. 
20. PHH wocld n.ot and di.d not provide me with any proof of default/ 
21. PHH blatantly refr1scd to accept pa)'ments_. refosec to .research and provi.de proof of the 
alleged default, and blocked all efforts and attempts ,;,re mad.e to reoolve the disputed 
default. 
22. As <if November 2013, PHH claims the Nickersons missed 9 monthly payments which 
j 
contradicts PI-II-I's claim of 14 missed monthly payments in February 2010. This is an I 
$] l ,000 difference and js basis for PHH's claims to be dismissed because the Nicker.sons I 
w,;,re n.ever presented with rbe default amount nor given the opportunity to cnre it. ! 
23. The pi-oaf of default PHH provided in N ovem her 20 l 3 was n pai1 of the Siecor.d Atlidavitl 
of Ronald E. Casperhe. 
24. The Second ;\ffi<lavit of Ronald E. Casperite is missing tl1e notary's signature and thus, j 
not properly notarized which ru::cording: to the '\:Vashington Supreme Court constitutes a 
criminal act, 1(.lem 11. 1Vashingr.on.Mut. Bank, 295 P.3d 179, 176 Wash. 2d 771 (2013} .. 
Aff"Klavit ic Support ofMotioJlS to .F.econsider 
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Therefore, the Second AfficJavit of Ronald E. Casperite should be thrown out and stricke:r:I 
I! 
from me record. (See Second ,1ffidavit of Rt:mald E. Ca,pef·ite) I 
I 
25. Attached as Exlri.bfr 1 is a true and correct c:opy of a letter dated January I 0~ 2014, much I 
Chase sent to the Nickersons: in response to a Qualified WrLrten Request. In this letter l 
Chase states, ''We are noi required to produee the original note which will remain in 
our possession ... The investor for this loan is JPMorgan Chase Bank, National 
Association." ( emphasis added) Chase is claiming they are the Note holder and investor 
for this loan. PHH is nN and can not be the Note h<i!de.r. I I 
I 
26. Attached as Exhibit 2 ls a true and correct copy of a letter from Fannie Mae dated May 2, \ 
2013, received in response to the Nickersoris inquiries into the involvement of Fan..-iie 
},foe with i·egards to the Nickersons loan. Fannie .Mae claims to have purchased the 
Nickl!l·som Joan vn December 27, 2002, and t(1 ha.vc terminated fa,erest in the ]om on 
December 3, 2009. 











Nickersons received from Chase dated December 22, 2009. lu this 1-etter Chase claims to I 
! 
have purchased 1he Nickersons loan on. December 3, 200"9, which is the same. day Fannie I 
! 
I 
1'.fae tem1inaticd their imerest in -.he loan. 
2&. Attached as Exl1ibit 4 is a true and correct copy of PHH' s response to the Nickersons 
QWR. 
29. Attaehed as Exhibh 5 is a true and correct c.:-opy ofihe Note PHH provided in respom;e to i 
! 
the Nickersons Q\VR. 
30. Chase claimed eight tlmes in d1ci:r rosponses to tb.e Nickersons rnterrogatories and request 
for produc1icn tha1 they were not the mvner of the Nickersons Note. Howe-ver, Exhibit 3 
claims Chase bought the Jo.an on December 3, 2009, and Exhibit I claims Chase is still in 
pas.session of the Note as of January 10.2014_ 
.ti. ffidavit ill Support ofi\·lotions to Reconsider 
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31. l could not find a record of transfer from Coldwell Banker Mortgage to Fa.'lTlie Mae in th 
Clearwater County land re<::o:rds. 
32. I could not fo::d a record <Jf mmsfer from Fannie Mae to PHH in the Clearwater County 
land records. 
33. [ could not find a record ofmmsfer from Fanujc r..fae to Chase in the Clearwater Coum:y 
land records. 
34. Attached as Exhibit 6 is a true and conec1 copy of the Nickersons Annual Escrow 
Account Dis.dosure Statement from Chase wlfa a statem.em dme of July 28~ 2009 . 
. 3 5. Attached as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct cop} of the Nickersons Final Escrow Account 
Dfaclosure Statement from Chase wi-th a statement date of February 6, 2010. 
36. Attached as Exhibit 8 is a tru~ and correct copy ofa letter from John Mitchell to Jason 
Rammell providing a couple of the economic damages we nave suffered at the hands of 
Chase, PH:H and the other principals involved in this litigation. 
3 '1. The economic damages d:scussed in Exhibit 8 ::ire l:,y no means &'1 exhaustive. list of the 
economic damages incurred as a result of this litigation. 
38. The economic darna~es set forth in E.xhibit & are ever increasing at an exponential rate 
and today far exceed the a.n1ounts mentioned in that letter. 
39. During the depositions, Kipp L. Manwaring acted. very abusive and tried to imi..,_-"Ui<l.ate 1he 
Nickersons. :\-Ir. Mauwaring espec-iaHy tried to intimidate and antagonize Donna 
Nickerson during her deposition by displaying an extremely dramatized joker face, 
wearing his hair in an extremely ruffled manner, unlike his nonu.al style, presumably to 
look ljke someone else, staring intensely at her in. an intru-sh1e way, and continuing to 
push :,er to ans-,,ver questions that would not lead to admissible evidence. He was also 
very disruptive daring Chase"s questioning. \Vhen cme of the Nkkersons said no or 
would not answer an irrelevant question, he would drmnatically shake his head yes, 
Affidavit in Sup-port of~-1otions to Rei:.'<lr.sider 
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rnoutb you nave to, and other antagonizing/.intirn:idating type stater:ns!;Jts. Mr. 
Manwaring's behavior was out of 1ine0 immature and unprofessi.onaL John lvlitchell said 
lvfr. Maawaring was an "'asshole"", and that he did not understand wha( Mr. Ma.i1.waring 
was 11:p to, and that Mr. Manwaring w:as not trying to hear our story or work with us in 
any way and that he was going 1o stop the depositions. At the close of the depositions, 
Mr. Manwaring an:-ogantly and in. an intimidating way, told the Nickersons L11.ey did n<n 
have a ca..,;;.e. 
40. Attached .as ExJ,Jbit 9 is a fax the Nickersons r~eived from John Mitd:eil on February 
18, 2013, labeled as a Memorandwn of Law. The Nickersons 1.1ndeerstood \·fr. Mitchell 
""a~ submitting this mem.o,andum to the Cottrt along 'I.Vith a m<:ition to dismiss. 
41. Attached as Exhibit 10 is a fax the Ni.ckersoru; received from J<Jhn l'v1itchell on February 
28, 2013, which states,. "An appeal has been filed and amended counterclaims w-il! be 
pursued. It appe3rs that the le"'v·el of fraud .and cover ,1p is not limited to Chase and 
PHH!t!!" 
4.2. My vvife and I were unaware of and had no reason to beii.eve John Mi.tcheU had filed a 
Mo-t10I1 to Witl1draw as we were in direct contact '-vith hlm on a "'veekly basis and mos! of 
file tirne we had con_tact mulliple times a week. We were of the impression our case had 
been appealed and we were 110! ay,we that he had v,dthdravm from this <:ase u:itil August 
2-013. We were .not informed he had v...ithrlrav.n from this case. 
21 In accordance with l.R.C.P. 7(d) and I.C. § 9-1406, I certify (or declare) under penalty of 
22 pe-tjury pursuant to the laws of the State of Idaho that the foregoing is true and correct. 
2] 
24 DATED tb.i-.sQf..:i <lay or4d---____ , 2014 
2S 
--------
_,"\ ffidavit in Support of Motions tc,, RecDrlsider 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVECE ~ 
The undersign~d hereby et.."'I'tifies that on th~9'ctay of .ur- .. · { , 2014, I 
caused to be ser-,red a hue a11d correct copy of the foregoing docri'..~t by the method m<l.icated 






Just Lav.· Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
rdabo Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idah-0 Countv District Court 
38 I Wc:st Main 
9 Grange,.rille, JD 83530 
HJ Jon A. Stenquist 
( ·•) U.S. Mai! 
( ) Hand Delivered 
l ) Overnight or Prior[ty Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(.·) U.S. r,..fail 
( ) Ha.'}(.! Delh=ered 
( ) Overnight or Primitj' Mail 
( ) facsimile 
( --) U.S. Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
ll PO Box 51505 
( ) Hand .Delivered 
( ) Ovemighl or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile Idaho Falls, ID &3405 
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;.a+ l S. 1.: ;_;1~::: D ci'.:e ~ 
C:oi.:;:nbu5. OH 4;,Zl9-6009 
CHASEC, 
IanLl.ary 10, 2014 
Donna Mcke:rron and ChaT;es R. Nickerson 
Po Box. 3414 
Redmond. WA 98073 
Verification of dt:bt for mo~a~ loan -****092(> 
:Borrower(s)! Donna Nickerson 
ChaTles R. Nickcrson 
Dear Donna Nic~rson and Charles R. Nickerson; 
This letter 1s in response to the correspondence we received on December 16. 2013 about the accot:..-ii. above. 
Enclosed are copies of the following documents: 
- Loan Transaction History 
-Note 
- Security lmtrument 
- Assignment of Morrgag.-: 
Ic is OUT positiOll that Ch= has addressed your cor:respondeace in a ma11I1er that complies with the Reai 
Estate Settlement. Procedures Act ana Rcgu!ati-0.n X. We are not required to produce the origi.,aJ note 
v.rh.ich will remain in our t>e>ssess{on in accordance v,dth ~pplicab[e TCCOl'd retc:ntlon requirement.,. 
Please note.. that the account w~ trausf~rred to a new :servicer on September 20. 2012.. 
Information regarding the Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems (MERS) can be tocateo on the MERS w~bsite at br:t.p:/twww.m(!rsiac.org/. However, this is riot a MERS loan.. 
Any tnfQCEI'lzuion or dol:l.ln1elllt requested =-~t no1 included ~;ch our prier TCSponse is unavailable or consideced confidenti'1.l, ,md canno1. be provided. A response to all questions related Lo Joan trar:Jsactions 
can be found in the loan transaction history. 
The iavestor for chis loan is JPMorgan Chase Bank, Na~onal Association. 




(800) SBZ-0542 TDD I T~t Tclc:pl.lone 
www .chase.com 
--------·----·· ·----·. ~-- ...... 
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~9Cu ,\li><:llnlin A-..,nue. ~ 
Wa;lfr,g~11, oc 2001&:25~;;: 
Ms. DonnaNickerson 
3165NEFFRD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Ref. 3165 NEFF RD., OROFlliO. ID 83544 
Fax# 425-691-7926 and Erst Class Mail 
Dear Ms. Nickerson, 
May2,2013 
Tharik you for contacting Fannie :Mae. You requested a written response to your letter 
dated 41:'..8/13: 
Please be advised tbat Fannie Mae does not own your loan. Our records show that the 
loan was sold to Fannie Mae on 12/27/2002, and Fannie Mae's interest in the 
loan reroinated as of 12/3/2009. Your request for copies of your loan file, 
co.cimunications and. correspondence should be directed to your mortgage servicer, JP 
Morgan Chase. 
If:you have fur:her questions. please contact ou1· Reso-urce Center at 1-800-732-6643. 
Margie 
Business Analyst 
Fannie Mae's Resoui:ce Center 
Washington D.C 




Apr 21 14 05:55p 
CHASEO 
Chase Home finance LLC 
OH4-73B2. 
3415 Visior. Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1 
December 22, 2009 
DONNA N£CKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
POBOX.3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
Account Ending In: 
Date of Loan: 
Original Amount of Lean: 
Mortgage Property Address: 
0920 
October 4, 2002 
$285,000.00 
3165NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 8}544 
SUBJECT: NOTICE OF NEW CREDITOR 
We are sending you this Notice in accorda.,ce with the req_uirements of the '=ffelping 
Families Save Their Homes Act of2009." YoUl'" mortgage foan (:referenced above) 
has been sold or transferred to JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. (°'Chase":)_ Chase is the 
New Creditor of you; loan. 
This Notice is provided for informational pUipDSes only. 
• You are not required to take any action as a re~nilt of this N otke. 
This Notice does not affect the servicjng of your mortgage loan OT chang:e your 
servicer. Please continue to make payments on your mortgage loan to your current 
servicer at the same address to which you were instructed by your servicer to 
make payments {unless or until you are advised differently by your servicer). Any 
mortgage payments- that are not sent timely to your servicer may result in late fees 
and other charges 
The term ~we" means Chase. nie Ienns '),ou" and '),ou,-" mean !he mortgage 
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NOTICE OF NEW CREDITOR 
Please note thefoU.cwing informatir:m re.g.-rding th.e transfer of your mort~aJ;;e lean: 
1. The identity (name), address and te1ep-hone number oftb.e New Creditor :is: 
JPMorgan Chase Bank. N.A. 
111 Polaris Parkway 
Columbus, OH 43240-2050 
1-800-848-9136 
2. The date of the sale of your mortgage loan to the New Creditor was: Decemb~r 3, 
2009. 
3. Chase Home Fmance, LLC is acting as the agentforthe Cr'"..d.itor. If you have any 
questions regarding this Notice, :please contact Chase Horne Finance, LLC at the 
address and phone number below: 
Chase Horne Finance, LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219 
1-&00-848-9136 
4. Evidence of transfer of ov,nership of your mortgage loan or the instrument securing 
your mortgage Joan is recorded in the land records of the county in which the 
mortgaged property is located. 
p.16 
p.4 
5. Any investor or creditor that purchases your loan is required under federal law to give 
you v,rritten notice. lfyou ha\'e any questions concerning this Notice, pl~ feel 




l',ve. lo/ Z 
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PHH Mortgage 
2001 Bishops Gate Blvd 
Mt. Laurel,. NJ 0805<1 






RE: Loan Number: ODI 8154567 
Property Addr!:ss: 139NeffRoad 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Nickerson: 
Tel &00-449-8767 
Fax 856.JJ 17-8300 
p.17 
p.5 
This 1ette:r i:s in response to lbe ktt:er receiVed by Mongage Service Center (the -Letter"). Upon further re:vi~w of 
the Letter, it bas been established that it is oot a Qualified W1itt~n R.equest under RESPA.s,atuce. Notwicl1sranding 
the Letter not meeting the requirements, Mortgage Service Ceriter has provicied the followi.,,,g r-esponse. 
Mol'tgage Serviee Center cbjecl5 to those portions of the Letter to the extent stich requests ,contain&! uierein 
contravene or expand lhe scope of applicable law. Mo11gage Servi<:e Center further objects to any reql.leStS contained 
in the Letter to Ehe extent lhey request or seel: information or documents protected by 1he attorney-client privile_ge 
and/or attorney work product doctrine. The fact tha, Mortgage Servic.e Center responds to any request should not be 
construed as an admission that it accepts or admit.s the existence of any facts or inferer.ces set forth or assumed by 
s:ucn request. Mortgage Service, Center f'urth~r objects to any request to the extent it seeJ.:s the production of 
dacuments from any affiliate of Mortgage Service Center or any other third paray. Mcrtg;ige Service Center will 
produce tllose documeoo which. are responsive to a valid Qualified Written Request, which are withfn itS current 
cu:smdy and control. Tl1e.se general objections are asserted with respec:t to each request and are incorporated by 
nifeJ"ence in each responSe set forth be)o\,•. 
Mortgage Sel"•ice Center has revie-.ved your request for documents contained in the Letter, some of which are not 
appropriate under the srawte. ln additioll, note that the Lener does DOI state your belief that tl1e account fs in error. 
The Letter instead seeks resi::onses to questions that ask for inapprcprlate infom,ation anc:Yor fur c;.-x::eed tlie scope of 
an actual Qualrlied Written Request. 
Despite the f.act that the Letter does Pot call in question the charges on the loan, Mortgage Service Center has 
reviewed the loan account for this purpose. Ha'iing completed the research associated with your inquiry. Mertga.ge 
Service Center has confinned rhatthe balance owed on the account is accurate as reflected in the account stocerncnl, 
escrow letters, and paymem histo1y. 
~closed are t.',c: followin5 dQeumem:s in for'J1t:ram:;c ofi1£lSWering )'OUr request 
• Pa_yment History/Transaction Codes 
• Nole 
• Ass1gnment of Mongaie 
• Executed Hud-1 Statement 
• Service Transfer Disclosure Statement 
• Escrow Statement 
• No1icl.ofDefa11lt 
• Foreclosure Notice 




2001 Bishops Gate Blvd 
lv:1. L.aure1, NJ 03054 
Loan Accounting and Servicing Svste-ms 
Tel 600-449-876; 
Fa,: 856-917-3300 
Numerous q1.:estic11s and requests are outside the scope of what is permitced in a Qualified Written Request. 
Mortgage Service Center has provided a detail Customer Account Ac:tivlty sratement along with a quick reference 
transaction code:; to assist you in your review of the ac~unt. 
D~bits anil Credits 
Mortgage SeMce Center has prov:ded a detail Customer Account Activity statement along with a quick ,eference 
transaction codes to assist you in your review ofth!l account. 
Mortgage and Assignments 
Numerous quesdons and requests are outside the scope of a Qualified Written Request. Documcnta.J:ion enclosed 




Numerous questions and requests an- outside the scope ofa Qualified Written R.eqiu:st. A;, of the date of this letter, 
any fees and costs billed are accounted for in the history provided. This well not include those fees/costs not yet 
billed. 
Su.spense/UnagnUetl Accounts 
No such funds in s.a[d aocounts. 
Lare Fees 
Numerous questions and requests are outside the scope ofa Qualified Written Request Late fees are detailed witlun 
the history provided. 
Propertv Inspections 
Numerolls questions and requesrs are omside the scope ofa Qualified Written Request. Property lnspect(o-;i fees are 
· detailed within the history provideci. 
BPO Fees 
Numerous queStions arid requests are outside the scDpe of a Qualified Written Request. 
Forced-Placed Insurance 
NIA 
Servicing Related Questions 
Numerous questions alld requests are outside the scope of a Qua I ified WLitten Request. Documemadon has beea 
provided to answer in reference to assignments and note. The physical address for Mortgage Service Center is 2001 
Bishop's Gate Boulevard, Mount Laurel NJ 0!!054. 
Further assistance cDncemi ng this loan may be directed to the customer service depa:tment at 866-947-?Tl.9 
Sincerely, 
"!t:l::!::r~ 
Mortgage Service Center 
Log in to MortgageQrcestions.com ~- ;•our servicing websih! connecti.tm. 
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L<>onN...,,er,<ltll~lH~57 







1. :SOIUCOWER'S PROJ,.OSE TOP .A 1' 
le tctum 1<>< a loo.."\ tlult I have received,! prottiue lo p11y U.S. S 285, O Q(). oo (!hi, a.m.OW1t i:! ,;aJJccl ".!'noi:ipllr'), 
plllSin!Qcst.10'\lle crocrofflt:Lendcr. ThcLcaderi.1 eel.dwell :Bai,l:s:: )!~t:g:ig& 
l will :m,u:<, .U F•lo'MOlll.S undlOI' this N<>l!e:in lhe.!orm af cast., chcclc ormlllley ordc:r. 
I uodorstan<l Iha~ 1hc Lender inr<y tnn.sfcr tbls Ncce. The Lcuder or ~uycme wbo Wees this Note by tnu,sfc: illld who is 
~~1it\ed to receive. p~yml'iltll under: this Note is c:allcd Ille ·~fol~ Holder." 
2. Th'TE:REST 
Tnt.,cst will be cln.rgc::d on Wll"tlid ;,rinc(pot ,::ntil the f\,U aeaoimt ofPruu:ipal has been p~ltl.. l will p11.y imcrest at a yearly 
rail! of . G .:16.-ll. %. 
The fobon,st101lo noquucd: bylhi=! 5<:ction. 2 is lhe rale l will ~both 'befo:-ez:nd afue any :i..ron.lt ~ril:edln S....ii= ,!;(B) 
of'U:is'No= 
3. P >...'li.'Ml!NTS 
("'-) Tlm'> and l'lac:o: of l'aymcacs 
I "fill pa:; p:i:D.Cipnl a:nd intcrt:st by malcins a p,i.ymcnt every mo~dl. 
[ -..,Jll make my p,o~thly:p•yme"t Q'1 t!>ocr1"" <Sayofc,.~ ~~oi,l)ece,r,ber l.at:. 20<>2 .1-will =-loo tbe:scp,:y=ts <"Very.r:ncmh \LIIUI n,avc:paid o!loftbcpnndp&J BDd Ullet'CSI ilDdaDy Dlherchaw,,r.de.cribeclbele..., ll,st! m:iy o""' uod.c,; ibis Noa:. E«b momblyp;tymcsu will b"llp\lli.cd ;is ojits scheduled chm date ond will be llpJtli~ lo inCi.n:lit bcf= Pdntipl. lf; -on Nove,,,J:,e: ls1:.. 21l.32 • I S1ill owe otnOW>t.>Ul'lder !his Note, I wil! pay faos"' amount! Lil fllll on tuat da'.c. whkll ;,. c~ed the "M.ltuti1y ~ti:.. 
I will maki my a:1onthlyp-:iymeau '3tlODO :r..e...a.,.i:,,,.:u Roa.cl :.<ount ..... w:e.1. NJ 011054, 
or a, 'I! diffemr. pla~ ifcc:q,:in:dby the Nore Raider. 
(B) Alli out of Mo!ltbly Payll>c:nts 
Ml' rnan.thly payir.1>nt wm b<:i<i the am1llJDt of U.S. S 1'160. 36' 
4. BORROWJ;:R•& JU'GHT TO PREPAY 
I have tb.e ri,illt ID make pzy;nmt!l of !'rirn:ip:i.1 at aey time bc:fori= tru:., are (lu~ A paymcct of Princi])AI c,dy is :kn .... a as .. 'P,epayment ." \Vh= r make.z :Prepayment, I will tell lilt: Noa: Ho1der in writing Ir.at I am doi cg •o. l ma:; not dc:sigi,atc a p:,ymcntns a Pffi>•yrne!lli!Ih.,vcnot ""'deall lbc:moothlypa!flllc::o!:S cl11:widcr llr.eNcte. 
rm•;, m:d<e • lull Prq,~m""< or p""""1 :!'n:payme11'1S witr.ont payfo.e: a Prepay.roc,it ch.us"-~ Note Bolder will use: my Propayttt<:at~ ro Etd~c:~ chc !mOunt afPrino.ipal thal I"'""" uru!"" tbis 1'<•>0<,. H<>wcvor, the Note .Bold ct may 2pply my Prepayment EO fae nce:n:,!!d acid unpcid. ,At=cst ou the f'rq>2')'Ulr:in umai.mt, bcfo,-c apply;ag my Pn:p:qcnen.t to reduce the Pri:icipalamo,.,nt ofllicN~te. !fl ma..~ a partial l'<cpa.ymenr, :tbc~will be 11ocl1,:ngcs in tbc tlue datie ot ti: the .imoi::rit ofltlY ,,,.,c.lh.:.)" p:l)'lt'=t unl<:S:S th~ Nobe Helder agro="' .....;:tu,g to :;.a.c cl>m\=--
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So LOAN Cl:tAlmES 
!fm. l;i.w, whicii appl~wlhis loan &nil whichsCIS ma,wnumlca.n cha:rg,:s, ia fiually iml::cproterl ®that I.be intea:st or ether 
loan ~l>arai,s ccUcCl<>d o: robe e<>ll=l<.d: in canm:etio11 with this losn CltCCCd the pcrnoi~ llmi15, 1hcn:; (a) all)' suc.h lDall. ~barge 
"1,al\ b~ n:ilw;cd by th,:: DlllOllllf oece~suy to {~C~ Ole cbugc IO me pemritted li:o>Jt; and ('o) >0y sam:s alnmly ~cllcc:led. fr= 
me; wtich. <:X«:ec.ed l]C:rmiUcd 1ilrms wJJ berefurukd to me. The Nate Helder ffl8Y ~sc m .,,..:<c this rct\J.lJ1 by N:QlJCUlg a:.~ 
Principiu l t>WC uoder this Nate <:IC ':>y makioga<lir,,;i p"'l'ffl"1't mme. If a refund redooe• l'ru:,cip:al, !he redoc1i<m ... m ""tl'=lcd 
as a11&tial frcp11}1m,:o.t 
i;. BORROWER'S.7!'.AfL'l:JltE'l'Ol'AY AaREQUIRED 
(A) Late Charge (Dr Overdue Paymeots 
If tl,c Not,;: Holda- bas 001 ,e<:ehcd th1> fuH am<1'Wlt -:>fmy t11onehly peyment by th,:: <.ml of:!!'i:£teen calender da)'S 
af'.et"lhc date :tis due, l'lliil paya1alechargetotheNa1e Holder. Thc:amount of the cbm'g,,wUl be 5.00% of 
my(>Yctt!1J.cpzyment ofpri.,cip,.\:mcl imc=.1. twill~ ohlslaD=c:llat1:~!"'C'l\'.11)tlybut ooly once Me~ late pay1m:0L 
(BJ l) .. rau a 
If I c!a not pay tbi:: fall DlllounL cf ea.ell Jll.®'ihly p;.ymont <JD the date it is doe. I will be in default. 
("CJ Notice of Default 
lfl am in de:'awt. the Note Hole.er inay s,:ncl me • -..nll'.l:!:I. not;ce telling ate tm., if'I de aot pA)' tho cv:,cdue a.mount by a 
"e.'Ui:i dote, the Nate Ffoldcrmay .equin, me l<>"J"IY um,cdl;11oly the tilU arn<iunt ofl'r.ii,,c;ipal "lhicb bas DOt ~ pd and, all 
the m:ercsc that I awe on wt amou,:,t. That date ,uu,t be at li:ut30 day• au';crlhc dat<> OB wbicll the notice is aoai::cd to tee or 
dl,lil"Credby athcra,cscs. 
CD} No Waiver By Note Holder 
Ev= ;r, at a. tir:n-e wbcn I om ia de fa.ult, 1hc N "'c ff<>l<kr docs not n:quirc me to pay immeclia\ely in. full 2 t cieai:.::ribed 
aboYI', tb.e Nob: Halcler will still hl.ve lhe rii;bt to de 5<l ;f[ am ;,. dcofiault 111 a later time. 
(E) Pu:,,tnent or Not" !;foldu's C<l-S1s and E:tpcn= 
If t'.-lc Note Hold,::rhaa.rcquir,,il :n" ID pay ,nune&t•ly b,. Miu d.,,..;nlx:d ob<l\'C, the NOie ll<Jlder will bavc !he right lo. 
be i=,id back.by me foe cll or its~ md cl<.~ in cu~ il:us"Ncm: 10 !he extent oot prohibited by apPtic:,blc l.2.1>1. T.;a,;o 
""Pae=• m-011111=, for .o1::i:mplc.=oablcanxm:ieys' tees. 
7. GrVll<lGOFNOTlCES 
Unicss 31]pl.ii:mle law RqUir= ._ iiiffi:rent mclhod, :my notice tha.t DJIISI be, given ti) me tllldel Olis Nllte will be given by 
d:li~-..r.ng Ct or"by ma:ilc,s: it hy fustelass lllaiJ. ta me >t the Prop::cty Address abow: cc at" diff=t addles:; !fl give me Note 
"Holder n ,:,atic: of my difi=il ,i..J.k=s, 
A:,,,; now,e that u;'IISt be given to tho No1<> Eokl.,.- undet '1,.{s. ~ok. -...ill~ -gi,1<:1> by delivering k or b:, ,n.iili.:Jg lt by u,st 
class man tlJ ttlc Note: Eoldcr at"the acid= statecl in Section 3(A.) ~oo·r. ar al a clilf"rcnt address ifI am given.a. notice af tbat 
Cli!lar-..JU 2<k!::c,~. 
8. OBUGA TIONS OF PERSONS W.-"DJ;;R THIS NOT£ 
lfm.c.re the ooo ;,ccsc,-n sign~ this.1'10~. each p..-rsmi is fully and pcrscr.llll)' ob"tiptcd to keep all Qfth: promises malle in. 
thi,: NOie, ir,cJudiag 1Lc p..-cr,ni:,e to pty1ltc full.2JDOur.t c,wm .• o\ny pcr.sD11 who is" gu..-an,or, smctyor ""llor= of this No= is 
2lso cbUg;,.red lo de, lhci;c ihlng:r. A:rry ('C"son wbo takes av« these obli25tiom.. including th~ <>bliptim,s of o. &"D2""'t<,,--,&IU'e<y 
<1r ~mloC'.lor oftms1"o1f; Is also obligtlled-to keep ;di oftbcprorrri,cs madeJ11 lhisNi.1e. :r~c NotcHclde:may enfo=its rigllts 
urulc::tb:.s"Notcagaiiu:t Heh person:individualiJ" a. aga.inst a.II ofus ~-'Ibisme= that any one ofui ma.y be ,equired 10 
pay •U o-fthe amo,ami owcdUll<!eTtltisNote. 
9. W;VVERS 
c :md =T <>Ul<>. P"t""" wilo li"-" ~~:i5"tio1>• ""d~r •hi• Not~ mu>':. lllo tigh,;;s of l'r~stctcient and NQticc of Disho11-01. 
"Presart!m:ut" m=• the righl to 1"1''1W~ trn,Nt11e Halder ca demand paymorrt of amo•mls due. '".,loticc of Disbx:io<'" ::uea= ~e 
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10. 'UNfFORM SEetmEJ) NOTE 
This Note ill a u.r,ifomi l11$l1U0:1Cnt,,,hh limited varimon, in somojurtsdictioos. fa addilian to t;,e protectioos given lo the 
Note 1-foldu Wlder th.is Note, a MOO!Ji!ge. D~ of Tl"~ or s«.urity D:ciI (th<; "S=ci!y hs1rUmo0111."), da!Od Ille SMi<: d~~ as 
l!iis Noce, protcc:IS the Note Hold<:r from possible losses which might =cit if I do not kecP' die promise; whicl". l me in tlti.l 
Note. Thi.I Security fosllUlnCl.t (lesccibcs how and und=rtYhat c:onditioi:s l mayberequil:ad tD make irm::iediatqaJ'l11ent in full 
or .'11 amOUXlb l "'''" und= tlns 'Note. Some cf iJu»,e =ndxlom: zrc iJcscr,1,c:d as fbl!owo: 
If all onn.ypart of ~Prop:rtyor au1· To.t~r=st ro tbe :Pxoccrt:r ii:.sold or transfcud [ot if Bam>"<O'ri:. 
1\0t :i nA"""1 p=<>n .,,,,., "bcneijcial int= in '.Bo:T""'er Ls sol:1 Ot lt'l!llii°erre<I) w;tl,outl.en:!el"s prlorwrittu> 
ccm;cat, i..cndcr may rcqu.r. i.mru<::diale paym,;at in fun ci:all st111?S si:curod by thls S=cwily lmtnim<>nt. 
Howc.vcr, lbb ci,tioo sball net be cXl:lciscd by Lendcr;f=ch cxctt.i.10 i:, ptah.Jbiti::dby Applic,il,lt> L"""· 
If L.:nclcr e.i<.etcl,:,cs tbi~ op1ic11, L<:llclcr •h;!.ll give BorrQWt:, notice of o.~celcratioa. Thell oticc shall 
pravillo,a. pc:iocS oftt0Ll'lss than30 day~ from the dat= the t1otic,o i• givec iD q,:-cordlrllcc witb S~ l!I' 
within whio:c.Bc=wc: ~ pa.)' all i= =w:d by thfa SC1.'mLY Iostrumcuc. lfBcr.~'l.cr-fl!.i!s to pay these 
S,l,l,O.S prior ,o rl:b e>.piracicn oft'ais pctl<id, Lcailcr u:.ay iovcl<e any «:m~di"' pcnnlmxl by thi:, Sc<:urily 
l'.nstrmnent 'Ulilhantfarther colfoe ,or de=,,d oa :Bom,we,,. 
WITNESS Tiffi I:'.,\l\,'j)(S) .<\l-.i"D SEAL(!:!) 0:0: THE UNDERSIGNED. 
---------------(Seal) --~------------i(Seal) 
-aa:rc:rwrr .... .,.,,.. 
------------~--~~ml) -----------------CS•al) -a- -lldrrowcr 
--------------(Seal} -----------------[SeciJ -a........... -llflWl.ver 
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CHASEO 
Annual Escrow Account Disclosure Statement 
Customer care 
Customer Care ?hone: 1-B00-848-9136 
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DONNA NICKEF1SON 
CHARLES A NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 





Loan Summary Statement Oate 
loanNt.mber: 00019iS210920 July28,2009 
Principal 8 alan=e: 
5,,:;c,ow Balance: 
Neic t Payment Ooe: 
S26f,56214 
S3,613.77- Prc,party Addn,aa,; 
12"0'1/08 3165 NelfAd 
Otcfiri(l.lD 
Prior Payment Break<:!own 
?rincipal and Interest S1 ,760.36 
Escrow S568.63 
Total Payment $2,828.99 
New Payment Breakdown EffeclM! 09101#09 
?ri:icipal and Interest S1 ,760.36 
Escrow S460.37' 
Total Paym<ln1 $2,220.n 
Keep this statement for your reoords. This history- compares the escrow ac1ivrty that was projected for the past piiriod with your 
actual escrow activity. Be,;,ause taxes and nswance premiums were projections, the actual an,(Rlnts paid may be diflerem. 
Comparing Projections 10 the A<!tual Payments 
Prior Year Projection Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Descripl ion Month escrow acco1.mt escrnw account Balance escrow acc;oun1 escrow account Salance 
Begjnnil"g Balance SO.OD S0.00 S,.147.30 50.00 9:1.00 S17.13 
fla:Iment 09!".,8 S474.4S SO.OD Si,621.75 SO.DO" SO.CO S17.1S 
Pmi 09!08 so.oo S'\87.63 Si.434.12 S0.00" so.oo· $17.13 
Pmi D9f:::8 So.oo S0.00 S1 454.12. so.oo 5187,e;-5" 'Si70.50-
Pa.~ment 1Cl/08 S474.i.S so.co S1,906.67 S0.00- S0.00 S,70.50-
Pml 10ICS SO.DO :Ji187.63 S1.720.S4 50.00" si.oo· sna.so-
Ani 1Q/08 so.ao S0.00 S1.'720.94 SO.OD S.i87.6S· S$8..1S-
Pazr!!ant 11JC8 6474.45 so.co 52.195.39 St,1J7.W" S0.00 $779.13 
Fmi 11/08 S0.00 S187.63 S2.007.76 so.oo· so.oo· sns.,s 
Pmi 11ms S0.00 S0.00 S2.007.76 50.00 S1B7.63~ 5591.50 
?a:i1menl 12/DS 5474.45 S0.00 S2.4J!2.21 so.oo• .ro.oo S59Ui0 
Pmi 12/08 SD.00 S,87.6:l S2.294.5S sa.oo~ so.oo- S59t.SO 
Cour1!;y Ta)( 12/08 SO.OD Sl.720.S3 5573.65 50.00 Sl,636.43" S1,D44.93-
F'mi 12/08 S0.00 SO.OD 5573.65 so.co S187.6s• $1.232.56-
Pa:;:rne:it 01109 S474.45 S0.00 Sl,048.10 so.co· $0,00 S1.232.56-
Pmi O't/'09 00.00 S1!!:.63 ~B60A7 SO.Cl~ SO.~ St .232 .56-. 
Pmi Oi/09 S0.00 SCl.00 S860.47 SO.OD S187.63"' S1 42Ci.1S· 
Pavmeflt 02/09 S474.45 SO.OD S1.334.92 S56B.sa· $0.00 S8S1.S6-
Pml 02/09 ~.CO S1S7.63 .S1 ,147.ZS so.oo· so.oo· sas1.55-
Pmi 02'CJS so.oo illll.00 ~1.147.29 50.00 ~1 f!T'.63'" Sl.039.19-
Pa:i'.ment ()&OS S474.45 $0.00 $1,621.74 5().00" SO.OD SI 039.'!9-
Pmi 03/09 S0.00 S187.63 S1 .4311.11 so.oo· S0.00-- $1,039.19-
Pmi o~; S0.00 j0.00 $1.434.11 SD.OD S187.as• SU!26.B2-
Pa:i:roef\t 04/09 5474.-4$ 50.00 S1 ,908.56 so.oo· so.oo §?1,22aB2· 
Pmi 04/09 S0.00 :5137.63 &1,720.lJa SO.DO* 50.00- S1 .226.82· 
'Pmi {14'09 50.00 so.oo S1,720.93 SO.DO SIB7.6~ Sl.414.45-
Pa11mer1t 05JC9 $474.45 SO.DO 52,WS.36 so.oo· 50.00 Sl.414.45-
?m1 OSJ09 S0.00 S~B7.S3 S2,007.75 so.oo· so.oo· $1,414.45-
Fmi 05/09 :ro.oo 60.tlO S£:,01n.~ ~.Dil s1a1.1iW' 1)1,WZ,!Xl· 
Coun!;iTax 05/09 SO.OD SO.DO S2.007.7S S0..00 $1.636.~ m.2a&.s1-
Paymari1 06/00 $474.45 so.oo S2.482.20 so.oo· S0.00 SS.2!3a51, 
Pmi 06100 S'.l.00 S1B7.S3 .S1 -SS.23 
Goun ,a:x ()(i/09 S0.00 S1.72Q.93 ss. 
Pmi 06/0$ S0.00 SO.DD S1 $3.. 14· 
"'i!l'mant 07JOS S474.45 S0.00 s~ 1. 90 
?ml 07/0$ ro.oo S11:17.6a s 2l 
P~menl 08/09 Sil74.4S SD.00 si.603.oo 
• Either the dal& or Iha emoL111t diHers from the p.-evinus projection. Your pl'6"Yiou.. Escrow Account CJlscfoslJl'e Statement projected payments 10 
'fOLlrescrow ai::counl would be S474.45 monthly_~ SS.698.40. Uooe, 
:ederal law, YoUr lowi,st mon1hllf balance shoulo'. :iot ao below $9.1B.9C. 
&I!'~//·& 
c ......... """.' e.,,.......,1 •• ,,.. 1.,1~ ... +; ....... 11,w~ I tif .7 
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1UR E.SCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY (Continued) 
Comparing Pro)«:1ions to \he Actual Payments 
Prior Year Pr-oje~tion 
Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Paymentsto ?aymentsfrom 
·SCl'JptiOl'I Month escrow account escrow account Balanc
e escrow account esorow accounl 
S0.00 
so.on• 
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ead of ma\<lng multiple payments for insU1'oJ'.Ce and 1axes during 11",e year, escro
w enables you to put money aside monlhly and let 
,se handle the payments_ 
:mption D..te Date New Year Mcl'\th~,r DesQrip,ton Due Date 
New Yei!ll' Mcnlhly 
Projections Required Escrow P
rcjeclions Requred Escrow 
__ tg=-a_,g_=-e_l_ns ____ o_9'_o_s ____ S2:....• c:.•25_1_._ss ____ S1.:._S_7_. 6_3 __ C_o_u_nt~y_T_ax ___
_ 1_21C __ e ___ ~S=3,;;.,2.,7,...,2,....SS=------=$""'2'""72""""'7""3c-
Totals $5,524.42 $4,60.37 
::l:Ul RED RESERVE 
lion 10 ot lhe Real Esla1e Sememenl P1ocedures Act (AESPA) atilhorizes lendeis lo 
,cl and m ain\aln up to one-sixth of vour tolal disburssmenls in yol.lt escrow account a
t aU 
ii. The required re3erve Is ui;ed to CQVer increased lax and !nsuranee disbursements. We 
,otcushior, for morl!)age, insurance or optional producl&. 
:lJECTIONS FOR COMING YEAR 
Tot;;:il Monthly Aegulred Escrow 
Toral Required Aeserta 
$460.37 
$545.48 
sis an estimate o1 acm,rty projected for your escrow accoun1 during the coming year. 
The Target Balance is llie beginning 
=e necessary to bring your escrow account at its lowest poht during 1he nex
t 12 months to zero plu:s the allowe,;1 required 
erve. 
1dicates the lowest ProjectGd 8a1ance in your account during the next 12 months. S
ome escrow accounts may be. billed for periods 
;:ier than one year. The account balance may 1101 reach its Lowest Projecled Balanca this y
ear because one of the escrow items 
y b,e on a 1hree-yea:r cyc1e. 
Projected Project ad Monlh-end Projected Project
ed Month-end 
?aymer:ts Payme1ts escrow Payments Payments 
escrow 
scripl\on Month to escrow from escrow balance Description Mon1h lo e
scrow from escrow balance 
!}el Balance Sl.00 S0.00 :S1,C:90.9S Paymeril
 03/1D $4SO.S7 $0_-00 S1.SS1.33 
r~.ent 09109 S460.37 SD.DO s,,ss,.32 Pmi 03/io S0.00 
51B7.63 Si ,Stl:?.70 
i 09/09 50.00 St67.63 51,363.69 
Payment CW"\O s,ISO.S7 so.oo S1.,82.4.07 
rment taros 5450.37 S0.00 Sl.&.24.06 Prni 04!
10 so.oo S167.63 51,636.44 
1C/09 $0.00 S1s7.6S $1,6S6.43 f'a~nt 05/iO S4
60.S7 50.00 $2,096.B1 
rment 1,f09 $460.37 so.oo '62..006.BCI ,:;m\ 0
6'10 S0.00 S1S7.6'3 'S",,909,;6 
11109 SO.OD S187.63 $1,909.17 Payment 
06/10 S4S0.~7 S0.00 S2,<l63.55 
1ment 12109 S460.37 so_oo S2Jl69.54 Pmi 0&'10 S0
-.00 5tB7.63 S2,18Ul2 
l 12/09 S0.00 5187.63 52,181.91 C01Jnl:)'
 Tax OaflO $0.00 $1.636,43 S545.49
 
.m.ty Tax \2/09 ro.oo S1,636.49 1;545..43 ... Payment 07(1CJ S4$).57 
$0.00 S.1,005.SG 
,rment 01/10 $460,57 S0.00 Sl,005.85 F'mi 
07110 50.00 $187_63 ss1e.2a 
J 01J'10 SQOO :S1B7.63 W-Hl.22 Payment 
08/10 $460.37 $0.00 Sl,278.60 
1:men: C2i10 S4S0.37 SODO s121e_59
 Prni oa/10 so.co S1B7.63 Si.~_97 
ri Oi?J10 $0.0CI $167.63 S1.C9C.96 
Total S5.524.44 55,524..42 
)MFUTATION Or YOUR ESCROW f\CCOUNT 
mrow S urphss: Your Anticipated i=scrcw Balance is S1 ,500.£0_ 'Your Target Balance ac
oordir,g to this analysis is S1 ,09D. 95. The 
,ticipa,ed Escrow Balance is greater than the Target Balance. F<ir 1hat reason you
r acoo1.1nt has a :;;tJrplus in lne amount of 
12_95_ 
"1cloated Escrow Balar1ce · 





Anticipated ;scrow Balance i:5 ca.lculated by ta.king your aci.u,il escrow·ba\ance o1 
SS,Si 3.77-as of July 28, 2009. The balance is tt,en cel'culaled by addirig all paym
ents 
and subtracting all disbursements scheduled for your escrow acco LA'1t -unlil n,e eflectilfe-
o:ate ol the new payment, September,. 2009. 
11s statement ls nots request tar payment. It is1or Informational purpos
es only. 
,ur new mon1h\y mortgage payment 1or the CQming year will be S2,220.73 of wh
lch $1,760.36 will be lor principal and interest and 
160.37 will go into your escro'N account. The term$ of your loan may resul\ in chari~oo to. the monthly pril"lcip
a.l and intGrest 
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CHASEO 
Final Escrow Accoui:it Disclosure Statement 
Customer Care 
customer care Phone: 1-800-848-913$ 
Hearing Impaired (TDD): 1-SOD-582-0542 
v,rww. chase. comfhomef inancs!Cl.lSIDmerservice 
u.1 .. 1 .. 1.11 ... 1 ... 1 .. 11 ... 11 •• 1 .. 1 ... 11.1 .. 1 ... 11.1 .. 1,11 .. 1 
·123~1 ES,,. ZO'll!OC· 
OONNA NICKERSON 
Ct-lARLES R NICKEASON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND WA 96073·3~\4 









00019iG210020 February s. 2010 
ro.oo 
$0.00 Prop~ty Addres~ 
3Ui5 Nell Rel 
Orolino, 10 
.Prior Paymct,t Breakdown 




,$2,32.t!.99 TotEaJ Payment 
We are provic!in9 this FINAL ESCROW ANALYS1S DISCLOSURE STAT
EMENT because of one o! the following lransaci.ions: payoll 
or yout loan, lrans1er ol your loan, transl er~ your lean to another mo
rtgage provide,, or \'«liver or ';[OUr Escrow t'l!XX>unl. 
YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY 
Keep this statemel'\t tor your rer:o rds. This history compares the esc
row activity that was projecled for the past period with your 
actual escrow activity. Because taxes and insurance premiums were proj
ections, the ac1ual amounts paid may be d\trerenl 
Comparing Pro)ect!ons 10 the Actual Payments 
Prlor Year Projection 
Actual A.t..•Uvily 
Payments lo Payments from Escrow Paymen1s to Pa
yments from Escrow 
Description Month escrow ac:;ount -escrow acco1.1nt Balanc
e escrow acooi.lnt escro\", account Balance 
B~innin51 Balance SCHlO $0.00 
s1.cgr,95 $0.00 S(LOO S:..801.40
-
Pa11mei,1 09/09 5<!60.37 $0.00 ----so.oo· S0.00 S3.801AC-
?mi 09109 $0.00 SH17.
63 so.oo· S167.63 S3.9&9.03· 
Pa~men1 10i09 S460.37 so.oo so oa-
$0.00 S3.989.0S-
Pmi 10,/03 S0.00 $187.6
3 so.co· S1Jl7.63 S
4 176.66· 
Pa)lme>Ol 11103 S460.37 S0.
00 S566.63" 
so.co 53.606 00.-
Pml 11)09 so.co StS7.63 
so.oo· S187.S3 SS 79'5.SS-
Homeowner In l 1/09 12Q.OO SO.DO 
S0.00 S2.B70.00' S;i;.&6&.GG-
Pa:tmenl ill-09 $460.:37 So.D
O ~68.63' so.oo 5')
,097.0:S-
Pmi 12/CS :sa.oo 5187.63 
so.oo· S1B1.63 S6,2S466· 
Coul'l;yTax 12'09 S0.00 $1.636.43
 ro.oo S1.6i'0.64' Suss.30-
Pa1m=t OtliO $460.37 !iP
.00 S,,00 . 5 $1 .137 .26" $0.0
0 ss .. ~ 
:Pn,j uii'IC :i.u.r,o· ~11:fi.83 S1!1!
:l22 SO.oo- 5il67.63 b7.G05.67· 
Pa,1ment 02110 $450.37 $0.DO
 331 278.59 SO.O'O' $0.00 
S7005.67-
Pmi D211C $0.M $1
87.63 SUl2G.S6 $0.00' 
$0.00" S7,0C.S.S7-
i" ra.msler Ela.I O~iO ~-M SO.DO ~1.M0
.3> ~.~ :p100o..w-·. $0.CO 
?a(rnent 03/10 $'160.37 Sil.GO
 :iii .551.;!3 $).00" $0.00 
~HiO 
Pmi OS/10 $0.0a $\S7.6S 
St.363.70 so.oo· so.ocr S:>.O:l 
P~rnem 04flO sa&>.37 
S0.00 $1.824..07 so.oo· S0.00 so.oo 
Pmi 04(10 $0.00 S187.63 
S1.636.'14 50.00· so.oc-- SO.Oli 
PaY!!',ent 05/10 $460.37 ID.00 
$2.096.61 $0.oo· $0.00 S0.00 
Pmi 0!:110 so.co S,87.65 $1_~9..18 
$0.00· ::,;c,.oo· SO.OJ 
P~merit 001Hl $460.:37 
.0.CO 52.Si;P.55 SDJJO• S
0.00 5>.00 
Pmi 06110 so.co S187.63. S2.1a1.s2
 so.no· 50.0(!" SO.OD 
Coun~Tax 06110 ~-00 $1.636.<13 
$545.4B ro.oo su.oo· $0.00 
P3imenl 07{10 $450.:37 so.co S1,00S.1le 
.";j().()O· !:,11.00 soco 
Pmi 07/10 S0.00 5157.
63 S81B.23 so.oo· S0.0()· $0
.CO 
?axmen\ 08/10 S4G'0.37 
$0.00 S1278.60 ro.oa· S0.00 S0.00 
?mi 08.110. SO.DO £187.~ 
$1.090.97 ,,-0.0G• $0.00' 
so.co 
Total SS,524.44 $5,524
.42 S:,214.~ :§1 .52:!l .OO-
• Eilher !he dale or the amount ditfeis frem lhe ~'\lieus p<ojeclion. 
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CLARK AND FEENEY, I.LI;' 
TI-IE TRA.lN STATION. SUITE: I 06 
12~9 ~NN' S"r~&C"I"' 
l'.,O. DRAWE!!; 21i!S 
l..£WISTCN. IOAMO B.3SOI 
·~1.o"l~~COR£CIONONl.l"
' 
-~E»11",0Alf().a=,~ Janumy 17, 2012 
Sma Via F~e To: (Z68) ~23-9146 
Jaso:r:. R. Ramm-ell. Esq. 
Just Law Office 
381 ShoupAve. 
POBox:50271 
Idaho Falls. Idaho 83"1.0S 
Re:' I"HH Mongage v. Ni1;kerson ~i. al 









Total Pages -3:_ 
You have asked m~ to fm<i out what my clients' e>..-pectations
 :a.rein this Jnattel'. I have bad the 
opportunity to discuss this with my clients and it appears ft
om the facts. that 1:iave been set forth in 
our Amended An:i:wer and Couo.terclaim. th.at my clie
n.ts should have. never been considered in 
default and this actionsliouldn'thaveb~i:ri.itiated and
 m.yc1ients credit score snould nothave been 
destroyed as i5 have been due to this matter, especiall
y given the facts. 
I understand lllat you represent P'I-lli and a Iot of the probl
ems stllrt-ed v,ith CHASE, but I also think 
that PHH dicln.'t do anything to correct this matter and w
ere the ones who initiated this lawsuit. The 
facts as 1 understand them are entirely inconsistent wi
th the ll!le1s in your Complaint. Toe: Coroplamt. 
alleges the Nicka-sons have not made a payment since
 January 2009. Clearly that is not the case jf 
:fOU look. at~ A.m-endec. Co=tercl.aim. cont~ the con
::firmation numbers CJf the payments they 
made to CHASE. Furth.er, it doesn't everappearthat any o
fthc.uequired federal notices were given 
with regard to traDsfe.r of the note and the mortgage. All this g
oes: to CHASE, the employees that 
Nickersons were eventually able: 1o talk to were r..tde and thre
c!,tening. At <:very point. the 
Nickerson's have been willing and.able to make the pa
yments but were quite frankly not.AI.LO WED 
to ~ 11,e payments by either CHASE or PHJI. Our c
onteniion in tha.t tM,y didn·t breach the 
underlyins-note; tha:t any default was caused by either CHASE andfor b
y PHH. Again. the action 
should never gotten to t:Jis point. I think a good example ar
e 1.he exhibits to the A.mcrufod AIJ.aWer 
and Counterclaim where they show that on th<; same date th
e NickersoD ·s wcte ~L ven three diffeccnt 
letters from Coldwell and FIUL but neither-one oftlu:m had a
n interest in the note at that time. ! 
believe those. were in February of'2010. Accor:ding t
o the Complaint, PHH di.dn 't e,•en get the note 
from CHASE wtil later in ~ year, sometime arouod Ju
n.e 20 l 0. Clearly there are some major 
accounting issues in this matter. With the additional.pa
rties being addec1,. ! can .see that this lawsuit 
coald get complicated and labor :intensive. with :reg
ard to discovery and depositions. 
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Based. o-..:i ourva:rious causes of acti
on, it is our :positioll that my clients 
are entitled to damages~\' 
-.,·ocld incr..ide acroal da:o:U:lges, C<
Jns.::qlleati.al damages, possib!e pun
itive damage:; as well ~ 
!'ec:oYery !Or attorneys fees and cast
s_ Just as an example of some of 
the damages th.at my clients 
ha .. ·e suffered; iliey ha..,~ Jost a.ppr-oxi.m
a.tely $700,000 in fost income clue to h
ow tbis matter has 
aestroyed fueir credit ra'fui.g.. Wcr. N
ickerson. can. no 1<1 n.~ get tb.e cont
racts th.at he had no problem 
gettin~ in che past because his credi
t rating has been ocstroycd. Further
more,. as you know, interest 
ra1:.~ are at .;.n all :ime low and b
.ad this cn.atter not gotten to -whc
r? it is at, iny clients '11;ould have 
beeo.aoleto re:finaoce. Obviously, th
ey cannot refinance given the circum
stances created by CHASE 
and PHH but the lost opportunity d
epcr .. dmg on the loan t.erm,. is roug
hly $800,000 - L 5 :cn.illion in 
savings 1h& th'ey have lost becaus
e of this a.coon. ClePI1y th.at 'Wou
ld ben11. ~gc·ihey-wm:w:11:i<> · 
entitled. to get if we are succ.essful. 
My point is that 1 :finn.ly believe that
 your elient bas tremei::i<lo1,1s 
eKposu.re wb,en. it comes to lhls ba
sed on bow the events have transpi
red in this ·case. 
At this time, my clients are willing t
o listen to any reasonable off es. At
 your earliest coll\l'enience., 
please coosclt withycut' client and
 give us 311)" proposal you might have
. If not, my clients are ready 
·,;•tilling and able: to defend and proo
ecute their claims as vagerioosl:y a
s possible -in this matter. 
1 Jook fonvard to hearing from you. 
JCM!tc 
cc: r-.1r. & Mrs. Nickerson 
Sincerely, 
CLARK and FEENEY 
D~ by Mr. Mircheit ond se:m
 
.... ithma si,gnatw-e ra ClllOtd rklay 
By: John C. M3.tchell 
The p~ comprising rlmfac&fm.(te
 trarumI.riion cantarrrc:.mfiduaiaJ i
>ift»'M&ltiO"l'lfrom !n? r:1.ffi,:.e of Clarkm
adFJUm!)!. 
This iefarmai.ion i.3 intended s:alel
y far= by 1he ind"cs,idacf en•ity l'lam
ed ,as-tJuuecipienr hereof if yr;,u are 11ot rhe 
in:.end!!d recipient. be aware rni;ir any d
isdonue, copying:. dismbwion or t
1J"e of .the .:ontenu afth,$ &ansrniss
irn, .is 
p1•0"1 ib iced. lfy<,u haverece.t,,d da
i:s trl:m$miuicm in ot:1'Ter,plea.senotf1
j,-.LI" l:.y teJ~Aa/'rll! imrmzd.iately SD \Pl! 
rr.ay arrcmge 
.co retrieve tJzi., .rQnSmis;:;ion 01:""' r::
o:t u>you 
'-""' o,,....c,::s ,()>' 
CLARK AND FEENEY. LLP 
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HB. IS. 20\3 8:43AM CLARK & FEENEY ATTV NU B1J4~ t'. 1 
JOHN CHARLES MITCHELL 
CLARK md FEENEY 
The Train StatiC11, Suite 20 I 
13th and Main Streets 
P. O_Drawer m 
Lewiston, Idabo 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9516 
Idaho Sta."e Bar No_ 71 S9 
Attorneys for Defend.ants Nickerson 
lN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF llIE 
STATE OF IDAHO~ IN AND FO.R.1HE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, ) 
) Case Ne. CV 2011-28 
PlaintifflCourner-Defendant. ) 
) MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
vs. ) 
) 
C:EIARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
N[CKERSON, husband and wife.; ) 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS ) 





COlDWELLBANKER.MORTGAGE, a d/b/a. ) 
of PHH MORTGAGE, wid 1.fMOR.<Jt\N ) 
CHASE BANK, NA ) 
) 
Third Party-Defendants. ) 
) 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW -l-
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COMES NOW, 'the above-named Defendant Niek;ersOllS, by and through their att.OJ;JLCy of 
record, John C. Mitch.ell, of the Law Offices of Clark and Feeney, and respettfully requests fhat it 
dismiss Pinrs foreclosure claim and allow the Nicker.sons to pursue damages. based upon th~ 
following grounds: 
A. THE LEGAL DESCRJPTION IN THE COMPLAINT DOES NOT ACCURATELY 
IDENTITY nm PROPERTY. 
The legal description in. the Ccmplaint &es not 11.1:CUl'a'lely identify the property' owned by 
the Nicker~ As the Court knows th~ Plam.tiff is attempting to foreeloac:: on the Nick:etsan's 
property because it claims that they were in defaull tmder the Note. 
The Complaint dese.r:i'"bes the property as: 
Situate m toe Co'lmfy' of Clearwater. Sate of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 .East, Boise Mcrirlian 
Section 22: SE 114 NW 1/4 SW 114 NW 1/4 
The property that is actually owned by the Defend.ams i3 dest.ribed as follows-: 
Situate m the County of Clearwater. Sate of Idaho. 
Township 36 North. Ra!lge 2 Ea.st: Boise Meridian 
Section 22 ~ SE 1/4 NV! 1/4, SE 114 SW 1/4 NW l/4 
The invalid logal desctlpti<:>n renders the Complaint. Servi¢e and subsequent proceedmg a.s 
invalid. Strict requu:emcnts withnoticeprovisions isreqm:red pursuantto Idaho law. TIie Com.plaint 
MUST accuratelyde.son"be h iea? propertythatthefoi:closure is based upon. The legal description 
in tb.e Complamt puts net only the Defendants but the world on notice of 1he EXACT property d1At 
a plaintiff is attempting to foreclose on. A~ E n,.a1ter oflawthe Plaintiffls attempting to foreclose 
on property that is Dot own.-ed by the Defend.ants and thus 1bjJ ac.rtion m~ be dismi66fld, Toe 
Comp}aint does not accurately describe the real property owned by the Ddmdants and as a matter 
of le:w this action is void apinst both the Ni-ckersom and the real property as must be dismissed. 
B. A DEED OF TROST IS NOT VALID ON PROPERTY IN EXCESS OF 40 ACRES. 
The Plaintiffs foreclosure is based on a. deed of lrust. The I)l'Operty thal the PlaJnti.ff is 









NO. 8546 P. J 
property exceeding 40 acres. See LC. 45-LS02. 
~the deed of trust is invalid. th~ Plaintiffilllave no sec:ured:interestin the real property 
and camiot pursue aforecl~ action agaimt tha real. property. AS a matter oflaw1he deed of trust 
is void against both theN.r.c.ken:om md the real property. The foredosme action has be .dls.ni.isse.d 
because the Plaintiff does not bave a secured mterest in the" property. 
C. TI:llS ACTION MUST BB DISMISSED BECAUSE THE PLAINTIFF HAS NOT 
PROVIDED THE ORIGINAL NOTE AND DEED OF TRUST. 
Keeping in mind that the dffii of trust in this matter is in'll'alid because it is c:,n property that 
is 50 acres, even fur a{guments sake if it was valfd, this actlo:n must be dismissed because the 
P?aintiff does not have the otiginal note and deed of trust. 
A person ()r entity attempting to foreclose on a note and a deed of tl"Ust MUST blifYC the 
-
or.igiD111 in its po~sion in order to foreclose. Case law too numerous to cite sets forth. the absolute 
:requirement that the ocigi:Qai documents :must be provided. h soes without sa.ying1hat 1hc person 
or~ that has.1he origins.ls is entitled to eoforce those documen15. Henee 1he person or eatlt.J,· 
mustprodticc the originals. Ifthe]lerson otentityd<Jesnot produce the originalsth.m a Court cannot 
even consida- rmfoi-cing these docum.ents. 
A review ofth.e discovery provided i.ntbis matter shows that the Plaintiff does not and cannbt 
have the original documents. The Note that has been provided by 'tb.e Plaintiffs bas a stamp with 
states "Without R~urse Pay to the Older of Michelle Krau!ie Cendant Mortgage Corporation 
MicheCle Krause Assistant Vice Pnlsident.,, The original note tb.at tbe ~fendants- signed did not 
contain 1his stam_p. 
The Deed ofTrust that has been prov:ided by the Plaintiffs has "orlgmal10 stamped en. pages 
I-<5 but not on pages 7-l 5. Olmously this d(XlWl]em is not and ca.z:mot betb.e cdgi~I i;Sooomentwltb. 
those mconsistencies. 
A Court 08llnot except copies of d<lCUJllents because :it would then preclude 1be pemm or 
entity 1hat has thee original 4ocuments from enforcing tlle obligations it has legal right to enforce. 
The: U oifoan. Commercial Code, which bas beei.l adopted by tdalto, n:quues that fue person or entity 
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docum.mts. Because the PJaintiff bas not end cannot prodtl(';O the original dceUOJents this. matter 
m.ust be dismissed. 
D. FORECLOSURE PROCEEDINGS WERElNITIATEDBEFORETHEPLAINTIFFSHAD 
BEEN ASSIGNED THE NOTE AND DEED OF TRUST. 
By tb.e P•tiffs own admissions, it treated the Plain.tiffs in default and initiated foreclosure 
proC'Wfi:ngs as early as February of 2010. 
According to the pleadings and diseover in this ms:tter, the Plaintiffs did not even own tbe 
Note and Deed of Trust until June of 2010. Until lha.t time tbe only entity that had the ai:rthority to 
accept payments and/or declare default was Chase. Ch8$e did not assign the servicing of the Note 
to the P!aintiff s and the P.lmntiffs had a':,solutely no rights under 1he Note and Deed cf Trust until 
June of 2010. 
This foreclosure is based upon nothing but frat.Id mi.doth.er lies from Chaso mdtlm ?laintiffs. 
As the Court is aware, the Ni-ckersons bad tremendous:~ issues wh.m Chase was assigned 
the.NoteandDcedofTrustin2007. Paymeatsweren~rtaccountedforandinsuranceontheproperty 
W"S.S always in p1ace but Chase contlo.ued to bill the Nickersons fur force pl.aced insurance. wonld 
.retract that, would force place again. etc, Chase and its accowrtmg was a mess. Ncme of the 
docaments were consistent Fi'!lally t.i-ie Nickersons began working with a Chase employee who 
straightened out their si.tuatioll and in January of2010 told thG:r-&kersons that they were-in good 
standing. Tbenextmooth 'the Plaintiff infomi.eciThfl Niekersons that they werem. default and refused 
to work with them and ac,eept any payments- Chase said they no longer had anytbing to do with it 
endthe:P!aintiffii initiated a~ulentnonjudicial.foreclosure followed bya fnruduletrtfo.reclosure. 
Chase and tbe Plaintiff:miDed ihe Niclcetsons' a:edit rafiog. Chase. the Plainrift and the Plaintiff's 
couosel fraudulently pursued and defended its actions ancl in the process mined the Niekersons' life. 
Plaintiff had no legal or eq_ultable right to ini1iate foteelosm:e proceedings in Februa.Iy of 
2010. This fureclosure proceedinj is based upon n01b.ing but fraud md lies. The Court has the 
eq'Ultable authority to di-Wiss this acticm. and liasc:d upo.n the facts of this case should dismis9 the 
acmon becanse ofthe uniaWfuJ. and immoral actions of Chase, Plffi~ and Justlaw. 
E. PLA!NTIFF HAS FAILED TO PROVIDE nm PROPER ASSIGNMENTS. 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
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The Plai.miff bas the burden to show and provide all of the proper assignments that have 
oecurred wi1b the clocumems :from the date the note and d~d of tru5t was executed until now. The 
Plaintiffs have :fiwed to do- so. In discovery Chase refers to the note and deed. of trust as being 
transferred or backed by Fr.eddie Mae, in discovccythe Pl.aintiff'S refers to the note amt deed of 1m.St 
as being tranSferred or backed by Fannie Mae. Neither of the parties have provided any 
documentation to support "these references which are obviously lies and/or fraudulent covc;:ups 
htvolvmg ~ federal government and the Nickersoos. Regardless the Plaintiff cmmot show the 
assignments that support its claims and thus this aciion must be dismissed. 
F. ASSIGNMEN!S ARB SIGNED A'.ND NOTARIZED BY ROBO SIGNERS. 
The assignment from Coldwell 10 Chase in 2-007 is sjgned. by two known robo-sign~s and 
notarized by a. person who does not eld.st! !! l Jam~ KuckerkE.t signed numerous documents as vice 
president of7 different companies in oo.e y~·s time!H!1 Leah Boedeker signed docume.Jl1s BS 
assistant vice president of 2 different companies!! l! Gayle Crame is the alleged notary however the / e)(a..r : /t!J' ~ 
driver's license number and social 5ecurity JJ.umber used to get her notaJy commissi:on does not 
matchthatofanyknownpcrson!!rl Ibis isjustoneofmanJblatant:fta.udalentandillegw.activities 
c;o11duclcd by Chase and PHH. 
The documents pro-vicied. byChase and PHH in thismatta are :fraudulent and void as a matter 
of law. This action :is based on Jies a.nd frau.clulent activities of Chase and PHH. Toe Court has 1he 
equitable authority to dismiss this ac.tfoD an~ "based UJ)On 'the facts of'tb.is case shou1d dismiss "the 
action because cf the mua.wful and immoral at'tions of Chase and PHH. 
G. NICKERSONS ARE. ENTITLED TO PURSUE !BEJ.R CLAIMS AND RECOUP THElR 
DAMAGES. 
11ie Nicl~rsons are tlearly entitled, as a rnattu of law, to pursue their claims agamst Chase 
and PHE:. Cheise,:s rep:escntatlOl'l.S 1hat it was merely a servicer of the Note and Deed of Trust is 
n.othingb'll.talieandafra.udulentstatement 1n.2007ChasewasassignedtheNoteand.Deed.0Ifrust 
from Caldwell Banker. fulu:a.e of 2010, Chase assigned the Note andDeedofTrosttoPHH. A 
mere servicer of the Note and. Deed of Trust does not a«ept and subseqnently assign beneficial 
interest, Only the person ar ~ntity that ovms the Nate and Deed of Trast ba:s the beneficial 






f E!:t \8. 1013 B: 44AM CLARK & FEERE~ ATT~ 
NO. B546 P. ~ 
iD'terestl ll ! The pleadings and the discovery pi:ovide.d unequivocaUy establishes 'that Chase. owned. 
th~ ben~:ficial inteRSt in the Note. and Deed ofT'J:'QSt ami 'th.ere is a GOlma~ obligation between 
Chase and the 'Nickersons.. Thus as a matter of Jaw, the Nfokersoos are entitl~ tc pursue a lxeach 
of covenant of good faith mcl fair dealing and a breach of contract olaim against Chase. Likewise 
the United Stal'eS Supreme Coun bas held that mo~e foreclosur~ is a debt «illection under the 
FDCPA aod thus th~ Nickeraons me entitled. as a matter of law, to pursue this claim agaiDst Chase 
and PHH. With:cegards to their other claims against PHH. theN1clce.rson5 are emhledto puzsue th.cir 
claims as well. PHH clearly has a cot1tractual <>b1igatum with the Nickersons which has been 
b:teacbed and thus the claims of breach of cO\l'ensnt of good faith and fair dealing and br?aeb of 
contract is a valid claim. Likewise both Chase and PH;H have destroyed 1'ne Nicke?SO.DSc:reditratmg 
and th\Js the breach of federal fair credit reporting aet is appropriate. 
The damages 1hat the Nickersons have incurred as a result of tbe fraudulent activities of 
Clia.5e, 'PHH, anQ. J-w.tlaw are immense. 
Nick '.Nickerson made in. CKCess of $200.000 arumally as a project m8lla,get nmil 
Chase and PHH destroyed the Nicla!.tsons credit by falsely reporting the Nickmons 
~ ,'or f,..,)d 
were lstE: or in foreclosure. No one. will hire a pro.iectltianager with bad &rediL This 
damage s.1one is in excess of Sl,<J00,000. 
• Nickersons lost the ability 10 refina®e. their properties b~e af Chase and PHH 
destro)ing theiI credit. This damage ism excess of $1,000~000. 
Nickeisons lost the ability to si,ll thcitproperty and realizetheirequify because of the 
ac.tivities of Chas~ and PIDL This damage is in excess of ~00,000. 
Nickersons l<lst the ability to properly maintain and enhance eqaity in tb.eiiproperti,es 
because ofCrui.se.and PHH desttoying their credit. 
Ni~ketsons incuried over :51501000 of wmecessmy lodging and ttansporlation C{)St!i 
beca:use Chase and PHH destroyed their e?edit. 
Th.e ·entire Nickerson family has had to put tbeir lives on hold for over 5 JeaJ'$ and 
pursue education and lifelong ~areers. This damage is easily inexcess of$1,000,000. 
Donna and. Nicker bave suffered health. issues as a d:in::l}t result of Chase and PHir s 
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activities. 
The en.tire Nickerson family has been damaged emotionally, financially, and from a 
health standpoint due to the haiassment, intbnidaticn, illegal credit reporting, etc.. 
done by Chase and PHH. 
The Nickersons are entitled. as a matteroflawto pursue. 'the.ir olaims agai1lst PHH and Chase 
and seek the damages set fo?th above.. 
PAT.ED this_ day ofFebruer,y, 2013. 
CLARK AND FEENEY~ LLP 
Jobn C. Mitchell, a member of the firm 
Attomey fol" Def-endmtl:I Nickerson 
CERTIFICATE Of,S&R,VIg 
HIEREBYCERTIFYthatonthe_da.yofFebnwy>2013,Icausedtobeserveda.true 
and corn~ct c:opy of the fore.going d.ocument by the method indicated below, and ad.dressed to the 
following: 
J~onR. Rmxrxiell, Esq. 0 U.S. Mail 
Kipp Man.warms 0 Hand Delivered 
Just Law Office [j Ovemight Mail 
381 Shoup A.vc. CJ Telecopy (208) 523-9146 
PO Box :50271 
l@.bo Falls, Idaho 83405 
Jon A.Sten~ 0 U.S.Mail 
Moffatt Thomas Bmett Rock & Fields IJ Hand Delivered 
PO Box 5150:, 0 Overnight Mail 
Idah<J Falls, Idaho &340S 0 Telecopy (208) 522-5111 
.;. 
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The trial scheduled to begin February~. 2013 has been vacated
! Prior to trial 'tbeCourt was 
asked to reinstate our counterclaims and to dismiss the f orecloS\llC action.
 based on improJler 
plea.dings. improper service, and defici~tlftaudu1ent document
s. While 1he Court bolds that 
PHH and its foreclosw-e at.1fon desel'Ves its day ill collrt despite unfavo
mble law and facts tb.e 
Court holds that it will not rein.state the Nickersons counterclaims desp
ite law to the contrary and 
@I'Otes<tU,e amounts of damages being suffered by the Nicl<ersons. An 
appeal has been filed and 
amended counterc.J.cnms will be pursued.. It appears that 1he level of fra
ud and cover up is not 
limited to Chase and PHH!!!! Other entities engaged facilitated
 and profited in this fraudulent 
activity. A federal case ism. the process of being filed. Federal ~gula.to,:y e0
01plah1u 'have been 
filed and a federal investigation in \lllderway. We will post more 
on these -entities and tb.cir 
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Cl-lt\RLES NJCKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 























COLDWELL BA.t•fKER MORTGAGE. aid.ob/a l 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN ] 
CHASE BA~-l'K, N .A. I 
i 
i 
i Third Party-Defendants. 
i 
21 NOTICE IS HEREBY GJ'VEN tm',t the Defendants' J\.fotion to Reconsider Judgment, 
22 Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH's Swnrrniry Judg.ment5, l\.1otion For Leave to Amend 
23 Answer, Counterclaim. Third ?aii:;ir Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial, l\.fotion w Reconsider 
2~ Order Graniing Plaintiff's Motion to Strike . Motion to Strike Second Affidavit of Ronald E. 
25 Casperite, .Motion to Suppress and Motion to Take Judicial Notice of Attorney's \Vithdrav,al will 
Nuticc of Hec1rit1g on Dcfcndiu1t'5 Morion:; 
1'ag~ I of3 
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be called up for a telephonic hearing on the 27th day of May 2014, at the hour of 10:00 a.m. 
2 (PD'.r) or as soon thereafter as counsel can be- hl;':ard., be.fore the Honorable Michae.l J. Griffin, in 
3 the Clearwater County Courthowse. Any parties \.'1-ishing to appear by telephone s:Could call 
4 208-476-8 998 at the scheduled hearing tune fo be connected with. the court. 
5 
6 
I DA TED this?,/ c'day of_
7
~~~:J:t:....·, ,:,,=--· ..,_( ____ , 2014 



























CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE~ 
The u11de1·signed hereby certifies that on the ~day of ~,_, / __, 2014, I 
caused to be ~rved a tnJc and corr~ct copy of the foregoing docume t by the method indicated 
1 befow, and addressed to the followmg: 
3 I 
! 
4 l Kipp Manwaring 
t Just La:w Off.ice 
5 I 381 Shoup Ave. 
[ PO Box 50271 
6 i Idaho Falls. ID 83405 
· Fax (20&)523-9146 .., 
' 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idaho Countv District Court 
381 WestM~n 
9 Grangeville, ID 83 530 
l O Jon A. Stenquist 
(1 U.S. Mau 
( ) Hand Defo;ered 
( ) Qyernight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( -"'.) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight -0::- Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( -1 U.S. i\fail 
Moffatt Thom.as Bamett Rock&. Fields ( ) .Hand Delivered 
11 PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, JD 83405 










( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
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Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MEMORANDL'MINSUPPORTOF 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
JUDGMENT 
J 7 COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, in accordance with I.R.C.P. 
I& 11 (a)(2)(B) hereby request the Court to reconsider its judgment. 
19 " ... a motion for reconsideration pursuant to Rule 1 l(a)(2)(B) was proper, even if filed 
20 after final judgment had been entered, because the Patient sought reconsideration of an 
21 interlocutory order. When considering a motion for reconsideration under Rule 1 l(a)(2), the 
22 district court should take into account any new facts~ law, or information presented by the 
23 moving party that bear on the correctness of the district court's interlocutory order. Coeur 
24 d'Alene Mining Co. v. First Nat'! Bank o(N Idaho, 118 Idaho 812,823,800 P.2d 1026, l037 
25 (1990). However, new evidence is not required and the moving party can re-argue the same 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Judgment 



























issues in addition to new arguments." Arregui v. Gallegos-}JAIN, 153 Idaho 801,291 P.3d 1001 
(2012). 
PRELIMINARY ISSUES 
I. The Court erred in not instructing the Nickersons to amend their answer to include 
fraud. 
Since the Court has pointed out the Nickersons' allegations of fraud have not been pied, 
the Court should have instructed the Nickersons to amend their pleadings and provided them 
with the opportunity to amend their pleadings in order for justice to be served instead of going 
forward with summary judgment. PHH's argument against the Nickersons' factual allegations of 
fraud is based on the timing of the allegations. PHH repeatedly asserts ''the Nickersons must 
state with particularity aH circumstances of the fraud. I.R.C.P. 9(b). Fraud must be pled as an 
affirmative defense in an answer, I.R.C.P. 8(c). Failure to properly preserve fraud as an 
affirmative defense in an answer is fatal to a party's ability to rely on that defense at summary 
judgment. 1\1cKee Bros., Ltd v. Mesa Equipment, Inc., 102 Idaho 202,628 P.2d 1036 (1981)." 
The Nickersons humbly request the Court to read this case and Justice Bistline's specially 
concurring, and in light of what is contained ·within it, and I.R.C.P. 60(b) determine that PHH is 
committing fraud against the Court and the Nickersons by stating "Failure to properly preserve 
fraud as an affirmative defense in an answer is fatal to a party's ability to rely on that defense at 
summary judgment." Below are a few excerpts from McKee Bros., Ltd v. Mesa Equipment, Inc.: 
In response to plaintiffs motion for summary judgment, the defendant filed an affidavit alleging fraud on the part of the plaintiff. The court below concluded that the defendant 
might be able to establish the necessary elements of fraud and therefore ordered that "if 
Defendant files an amended answer properly setting up such defense withln ten days, and 
leave is hereby granted therefor, then the motion for summary judgment must 
accordingly be denied." 
Bistline, Justice, specially concurring. 
Wnile I agree in affirming, I believe it of sufficient importance to state my view that the submission of an affidavit in response to a motion for swnmary judgment may, and 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Judgment 


























ordinaiily does, suffice to introduce an issue without a formal amendment to the 
complaint, answer, or cross-complaint - as the case may be. 
p.3 
The court in Griffeth v. Utah Power & Light Co., 226 F .2d 661 (9th Cir.1955), aptly 
stated that "[u]nder pre-trial or summary judgment procedure, the affidavits serve the 
same purpose as the allegations ofthe pleading. Here the affidavit ... was an extension of the answer." Id. at 670. 
The court in Parsons v. Doctors for Emergency Services. 81 F.R.D. 660 CD.Del. 1979)., similarly noted that issues of law raised in pretrial orders constitute exceptions to the 
general rule that affirmative defenses not pleaded are waived. "Since the pretrial order 
preserved the defendant's factual and legal contention of contributory negligence, the 
issue was not waived by the defendant's failure to conform to Rule 8(c)." Id. at 662. 
Further, after the judgment was entered, relief should have been sought under I.R.C.P 
60(b)~ it should not have been sought in the first instance in this Court.[l] "1'hile all the parties knew that fraud was an issue, the court was within its rights in asking for an 
amended pleading to specifically set forth the allegations of fraud. Nor can the court be 
faulted for subsequently entering judgment for plaintiff when defendant failed to 
comply." 
What was fatal to the defendant in the above case was that they did not comply with the 
court's order to amend their pleading, not that they didn't plead fraud in their answer, as PHH 
would lead the Nickersons and this Court to believe. The Nickersons contend, that given the 
seriousness of this case, the gravity of fraud and potential irreparable harm to the Nickersons, 
this Court should have instructed the Nickersons to file an amended pleading, not grant judgment 
to PHH. Therefore, the Nickersons request the Court to vacate judgment and recognize and 
consider the Nickersons Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint, Charles 
Nickerson's Affidavit in Support of Motions to Reconsider, Motion to Reconsider Judgment, 
Motion to Reconsider Order Granting Chase's and PHH's Summary Judgments, Motion to 
Reconsider Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion to Strike, Motion to Strike Second Affidavit of 
Ron Casperite, and Kotice of Supplemental Evidence. 
Il. Court's refusal to consider responses and reply brief. 
The Nickersons filed a motion for continuance on the hearing for swnmary judgment, 
motion to strike, motion to take judicial notice and motion to amend to conform to evidence on 
Memorandum in Support of Motion ro Reconsider Judgment 
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February 5th informing the Court and opposing counsel they were not ready to proceed with the 
2 hearing because they had not received the opposing counsel's response and unexpected three 
3 additional motions in a timely enough manner to respond, being constrained by natural forces 
4 beyond their control. Because opposing counsel filed three additional and unexpected motions 
5 with their response that were to be addressed at the hearing, the ?\ickersons felt they needed 
6 more time to research, respond and prepare their defenses. The Court did not acknowledge or 
7 respond to the ~ickersons request for continuance until the Cowt denied that motion at the start 
8 of the hearing on February 11th. The Nickersons had prepared responses but were waiting for a 
9 decision on the continuance before filing them. During the hearing, the Court ordered that only 
1 o Charles or Donna Nickerson could address the court on each motion. As pre'1iously stated, the 
l l Nickersons clearly communicated to the court they were not ready and were certainJy unaware o 
12 the Court's restriction to only let one of them speak on a specific point so they did not have 
13 opportunity to prepare their arguments accordingly. The Nickersons have not been able to find 
14 this rule anywhere in the Idaho code so they do not know how they could have knovm of this 
15 restriction prior to the hearing. Further, this created undue prejudice against the Nickersons to 
16 deny their Continuance, prevent the Nickersons from expanding the factual record of the case 
17 prior to judgment, and then grant judgment based on the absence of those facts. It created undue 
18 prejudic-e and confusion to state the Njckersons could send in their responses and even provide 
19 the address to send them to, then subsequently refuse to consider them, and grant judgment for 
20 the Plaintiff. It created undue prejudice to receive supplemental evidence of such importance that 
21 it refutes the Plaintiff has any ownership of the Nickerson loan whatsoever and the case must be 
22 dismisse<l, ignore it because the Court did not approve of the way it was presented, not provide 
23 the Nickersons the opportunity or any instructions to remedy their presentation, and then grant 
24 judgment in favor of PHH. 
25 
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For the Court to rule against the Nickersons based on lack of evidence when the evidence 
was in the Court's chambers and in the record is an extreme injustice and is denying the 
Nickersons their right to due process. Obviously, the Nickersons were of the impression and 
should have believed these documents were accepted and being considered by the Court. There 
were no objections by the Plaintiff to their submission, the Court requested and provided 
instruction on how to send them, and the Nickersons were unaware of any other process or 
procedure to submit these documents. 
"***'The fundamental requisite of due process of law is the opportunity to be heard.' 
Grannis v. Ordean, 234 U.S. 385. 394. 34 S.Ct. 779, 783, 58 L.Ed. 1363. [1368). This 
right to be heard has little reality or worth unless one is informed that the matter is 
pending and can choose for himself whether to appear or default, acquiesce or contest. 
****** 
'An elementary and fundamental requirement of due process in any proceeding which is 
to be accorded finality is notice reasonably calculated, under all the circumstances, to 
apprise interested parties of the pendency of the action and afford them an opportunity to 
present their objections. (Citations). The notice must be of such nature as reasonably to 
convey the required information,***and it must afford a reasonable time for those 
interested to make their appearance. (Citations)' 339 U.S. 306, 70 S.Ct. at page 657. 94 
L.Ed. at page 873." Roos v. Belcher, 79 Idaho 473, 321 P.2d 210 (1958). 
The Nickersons contend, since the Court requested the documents, the Nickersons had no 
reason to believe the Court was not considering those documents; and thus, the Nickersons had 
no cause to file a motion to reconsider. There was no order entered or judgment passed until now 
and the Nickersons have now filed a motion 10 reconsider. 
The Nickersons also contend, since the Court did not inform or provide notice to the 
Nickersons that the documents and evidence would not be considered, by entering judgment, the 
Court denied the Nickersons rights to protect and keep their property and of due process 
guaranteed by the Constitution of Idaho Art. I §§ 1 and 13. Therefore, the Nickersons 
respectfully request the Court to reconsider and set aside judgment and provide the Nickersons 
with their constitutional rights to own and protect their property and to due process. 
Ill. Courts refusal to acknowledge Notice of Supplemental Evidence. 
.\1emorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Judgment 
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In accordance with I.R.C.P. 56(e) the Nickersons filed a Notice of Supplemental 
2 Evidence which included a supplemental affidavit introducing new evidence. I.R.C.P. 56(e) 
3 states, "The court may permit affidavits to be supplemented or opposed by depositions, answers 
4 to interrogatories, or further affidavits." However, the Court was silent on this affidavit. If the 
5 Court objected to the form, timing or substance of this affidavit then the Court should have 
6 notified the Nickersons and given the Xickersons an opportunity to correct any objections 
7 particularly in light of the importance of the e\·idence, and justice being served and the 
8 seriousness of the issue at stake. The e'1idence presented in this affidavit irrefutably denied and 
9 denies the Plaintiff had standing to bring the complaint before the Court. This evidence 
10 demonstrates PHH does not own the Nickersons loan or hold lhe Nickersons Note or have 
11 beneficial interest in the Nickersons Mortgage. This evidence clearly demonstrates and confirms 
12 PHH's entire case was based on fraud. Furthermore., on the opposite end, this Court failed to 
13 require PHH to produce the original note and mortgage despite the Nickersons numerous 
14 requests to PHH going back as far as early 2010. This court has broken long standing precedents 
15 and requirements by not forcing and compelling PHH 1o produce the original note and mortgage 
16 and has created a serious double liability for the Nickersons because PHH does not hold the 
17 Nickersons Note and Mortgage. Plaintiff must produce original note not copy otherwise maker 
18 may face double liability. !vfcKay v. Capital Res. Ca .. Ltd. 940 S.W.2d 869 (Ark. 1997). "From 
19 the maker's.standpoint, therefore, it becomes essential to establish that the person who demands 
20 payment of a negotiable note, or to whom payment is made, is the duly qualified holder. 
21 Otherwise, the obligor is exposed to the risk of double payment, or at least to the expense of 
22 litigation incurred to prevent duplicative satisfaction of the instrument. These risks provide 
23 makers with a recognizable interest in demanding proof of chain of title. Consequently, plaintiffs 
24 here, as makers of the notes, may properly press defendant to establish its holder status." Kemp v. 
25 Counrrywide Home Loans, inc., 440 B.R. 624 (2010). Therefore, PHH must be required to 




produce the original note and mortgage and prove they were in possession of them prior to filing 
2 this lawsuit in order 10 prove standing. Since, according to the evidence, PHH cannot produce th 
3 original note nor prove they had it prior to filing their complaint, the judgment must be 
4 immediately vacated and judgment in favor of the Nickersons must be granted. 
5 IV. Nickersons former counsel. 
6 The Kickersons are convinced this Court is far more aware of Mr. Mitchell's current 
7 legal status and reputation than they are. However, for the record, the Idaho State Bar has 
8 accepted Mr. Mitchell's resignation in lieu of discipline with the approval of the Idaho Supreme 
9 Court. The Nickersons request this court recognize Mr. Mitchell's conc.ealed resignation, 
lo misrepresentations of the status of this case and previously unknown health issues have severely 
I l prejudiced and caused injustice for the Nickersons and their ability to recover and prosecute their 
12 claims. The Nickersons placed personal and professional trust and reliance upon John Mitchell to 
13 represent their best interest; present the evidence provided to him to adequately defend and 
14 prevail in these proceedings; maintain professional integrity and personal character in his 
15 individual and official capacity; provide authority and power granted him by the Cowt to require 
16 the Plaintiff and their counsel to provide discovery (discovery that was reasonable and regulated 
17 by governing laws, codes, statutes and guidelines) necessary to present the Nickersons' defense 
l & and prevail in all matters of this case; protect their persons, property, privacy and identity; and 
19 lastly, not succumb to the intimidation, oppression and wicked intentions, schemes and 
20 negligence of the Plaintiff, opposing counsel, and allegedly his own firm. All parties knew and 
21 have known this entire action originated and has proceeded wrongfully and unlawfully. Clark & 
22 Feeney negligently failed and refused ro provide the promised supervisory expertise, skills, 
23 assistance and oversight to John Mitchell required and needed by him to defend this action, 
24 which creates moral, ethical and legal responsibilities and liabilities for them regarding all 
25 judgments granted in this case. Further, the Kickersons have been required by law to place trust 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Judgmem 
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and reliance upon this Court to ensure their rights to due process of law and that justice is served 
2 in this case. 
3 In that regard, the Nickersons contend the appropriate steps for this Court to have taken 
4 under the circumstances would have been to allow the Nickersons the same professional courtesy 
5 that would and should be extended to any other counsel who was burdened \.\1.th this case under 
6 these circumstances. This would, at a minimum, include 1) the time and opportunity to re\.iew 
7 the case, evidence, all judgments, and have the opportunity to challenge or demonstrate 
8 opposition to any stipulations, judgments, or other decisions previously made in this case that 
9 unduly and unfairly prejudic-ed the Nickersons and denied their due process of law, 2) to be 
lo provided v.rith a complete and comprehensive case file, including copies of all filings, 
11 documents, records, notes, correspondence and other such communications, 3) hold a status 
l2 conference to bring them up to speed in the case and establish new schedules that aligned with 
13 the new counsel's previous commitments, and 4) be granted some leniency especially in light of 
14 the Plaintiff and opposing counsel, s inappropriate actions and unlawful contributions that led to 
15 the current state of these proceedings. PHH and Chase were never even compelled to completely 
I 6 answer interrogatories and Pflli filed for summary judgment before they had even replied to the 
17 Nickersons interrogatories 48 days past the final due date and five months after receiving them. 
ts This is but one example regarding the unconscionable injustices the Nickersons have endured. 
19 The Nickersons and their fonner counsel were and have been severely hampered in their defense 
20 and ability to overcome and navigate the seemingly endless fraud, misrepresentations, 
21 concealment of evidence, falsehoods, and other such wrongful and negligent acts. 
22 Due to Mr. Mitchell's withdrawal and the circumstances surrounding it, the Court should 
23 have held a status conference to discuss the next steps in this case. Instead, the Court allowed 
24 PHH to push the summary judgment process which was extremely prejudicial towards the 
25 Nickersons and their ability to present their case. Additionally, this Court provided no indication 
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to the Nickersons that the Court did not consider the Nickersons evidence and should have 
provided the Nickersons \.\1th guidance on what was expected, not rule against them based on 
unknown procedure. 
"We also are mindful of Supreme Court precedent that instructs federal courts liberally to construe the 'inartful pleading' of prose litigants ... should treat prose litigants with great leniency when evaluating compliance v..rith the technical rules of civil procedure ... It is essential to our liberal pleading rules that "[a]ll pleading shall be so construed as to do substantial justice.' Fed.R.Civ.P. 8(f)." Ferdikv. Bonzelet, 963 F.2d 1258 (91h Cir.1992) 
"allegations such as those asserted by petitioner, however inartfully pleaded, are sufficient to call for the opportunity to offer supporting evidence ... we conclude that he is entitled to an opportunity to offer proof." Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 92 S.Ct. 594, 30 L.Ed.2d 652 (1972) 
"We recognize that the plaintiff represented himself and therefore, in evaluating his compliance with the technical rule of civil procedure, we treat him with great leniency." Draper v. Coombs. 792 F.2d 945 (9th Cir. 1986) 
Based upon the above cited legal authority, the Nickersons contend this Court erred in 
allo"ving PHH to even proceed with a motion for summary judgment, much less granting it to 
them, prior to allowing the Nickersons to 1) compel the Plaintiff to provide discovery, 2) amend 
their pleadings to more fully and accurately reflect their defenses and complaints, and 3) to 
discover and reveal the depths of fraud and deception perpetrated by PHH and their co-
conspirators. Therefore, the Nickersons request the Court to vacate judgment in favor of the 
Plaintiff. 
V. Judgment 
The Nickersons categorically contest the judgment and the judgment amount does not 
reflect a fair and just legal remedy~ constitutes an inequitable and unlawful judgment without 
cause or foundation in favor of the Plaintiff; provides unjust and undue enrichment to the 
Plaintiff in colossal proportions; annihilates contractual integrity and financial accountability; 
encourages and empowers future mortgage abuse and domestic terrorism as described in the 
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Nickersons newly amended pleadings and filings in their entirety; and fails on all counts oflaw, 
2 codified and common, to serve justice in this case. 
3 The judgment decision and amount granted is an assault on and violation of re.asonable, 
4 rational and sys1ematic legal procedures and financial practices. 
5 The judgment rendered embezzles years ofinvestment and equity from innocent 
6 homeowners who se-eured a loan to purchase a 50 acre property to share with others; faithfully 
7 and systematically paid that loan for 8 years; invested in, developed and defended the property, 
8 its boundaries and its privacy at great personal and monetary cost; and then, without warning, 
9 cause or right, were refused and denied the opportunity to continue making payments, even when 
LO attempted through third parties, gain access to their records and protect their interests; and were 
11 abused, damaged and traumatized by unfair debt collection and predatory lending practices. 
12 Subsequently, this court has granted judgment against the Nickersons in an amount that 
13 profoundly exceeds the original amount borrowed and includes rights to a deficiency judgment 
14 when the value of the property far exceeds all debts secured against it. 
15 This judgment was granted 1) to an entity who has no beneficial interest or other rights to 
16 the Nickersons property; who has repeatedly proven themselves, their records and their 
17 documentation to be inaccurate, unreliable and untrustworthy, not only in this court, but in civil 
18 and criminal courts throughout this country; who has proven themselves to be repeat offenders o 
t 9 mortgage fraud and abuse; who has failed to establish foundation for their claims of the existence 
20 of any default, much less an exact default amount (The truth of the matter is! their legally 
21 inadmissible records are based on perjured assertions of personal knowledge, contain notary 
22 frau~ and show a refund is due the Nickersons.); who has failed to show injuries caused by the 
23 actions or inactions of the Nickersons; and who has lied to this court, submitted felonious 
24 evidence and concealed evidence; 2) when sole responsibility, liability and all contributory 
25 negligence for any damages, injuries or losses belongs to the Plaintiff and their accomplices; 3) 
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when forced placed and unlav.-fully maintained private mortgage insurance currently exists on 
2 the property that covers the full Joan amount, thereby preventing any possible or plausible injury 
3 to the lender; and 4) when another entity has claimed ownership of the property, thereby creating 
4 exposure for an unlawful double liability for the Nickersons. 
5 This judgment was senselessly granted, when even in the presence of the fraudulent 
6 foreclosure action, and when the law clearly excused them, the Nickersons continued to pay over 
7 30 payments on a second mortgage (greater than the first) to demonstrate their financial and 
8 proper regard for their commitments to the property, i1s loans, good faith, and fair dealing; when 
9 the Nickersons continued to maintain, improve and fulfill other such obligations regarding 1he 
Io property; when numerous third parties reviewed the facts and informed the Plaintiff and 
11 opposing counsel the foreclosure was not lawful or justified and provided documentation to the 
12 Plaintiff showing the Nickersons wanted to keep the property, had the financial wherewithal to 
13 do so and tried to facilitate payments on their behalf; when the Nickersons secured buyers under 
14 contract, but were blocked from selling the property, satisfying any alleged debt, and realizing 
15 their equity; \Yhen the ~ickersons other assets were frozen and held hostage v..itb falsified credit 
16 reporting to prevent the Nickersons from securing funds and satisfying the debt; and when truth 
17 and the records show more such actions that irrefutably prove fraud, predatory lending, unfair 
18 debt collections, and severe injustice and impossibility against and for the Nickersons. 
19 Therefore, the Nickersons assert and declare before this Court, the State of Idaho and the 
20 world at large, the judgment, and all decisions and proceedings that have led to its being granted, 
2l grossly violates any and all of the Nickerson's rights, Idaho law, the Constitutio~ federal lendin 
22 laws, comm.on law, and any other such laws that remotely seek to find and serve justice. 
23 Further, as a matter of record, the Plaintiff has not proven ownership, an accurate default, 
24 or any injury that could possibly or plausibly be caused by the Nickersons. The granting of this 
25 judgment has denied the Nickersons their rights to due process oflaw as established under the 
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laws of the Constitution of the United States to challenge the validity, authenticity and reliability 
of the Plaintiff's claims, defend their rights and assert their claims before and in front of a trial 
jury. The Nickersons request the Court immediately vacate its judgment and stay all further 
foreclosure actions by the Plaintiff. 
VI. Deficiency judgment. 
This Court has erred in granting PHH a deficiency judgment. LC. § 6-108. Deficiency 
judgments --Amount restricted. "No court in the state ofidaho shall have jurisdiction to enter 
a deficiency judgment in any case involving a foreclosure of a mortgage on real property in any 
amount greater than the difference between the mortgage indebtedness, as determined by the 
decree, plus costs of foreclosure and sale, and the reasonable value of the mortgaged property, to 
be detennined by the court in the decree upon the taking of evidence of such value." It is an 
irrefutable fact the value of the Nickerson's property is substantially more than the judgment 
amount. To grant the Plaintiff a defic-iency judgment at this time is both illegal and prejudicial 
against the Nickersons because the Plaintiff could intentionally bid a very low amount, attempt 
to collect the deficiency from the Nickersons, then sell the property for a substantially greater 
amount than the Nickersons original purchase price, resulting in a considerable windfall for the 
Plaintiff. The reality PHH has committed fraud, abused the Nickersons and the judicial process, 
does not oVvn or hold the l'iickersons Note and Mortgage, cannot legally claim a default, and has 
no legal~ ethical or moral right to foreclose on the Nickersons to begin with intensifies the impact 
and injustice of such a ruling. Therefore, this Court has not only erred in granting a deficiency 
judgment, but has erred in granting a judgment in favor of the Plaintiff, and thus, this Court must 
vacate the current judgment and grant judgment in favor of the Nickersons and dismiss PHH's 
complaint. 
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VII. Attorney Fees. 
2 The Nickersons contend PHH and Just Law should not be rewarded with any attorney 























A. PHH's and the Just Law's inability to tell the truth and research the well grounded 
facts has resulted in their purposeful, reckless and malicious fraud on the Court and 
the Nickersons and bars an award of any fees and costs. The Nickersons have 
docwnented over one hundred(] 00) discrepancies, contradictions and false 
statements made by the Plaintiff and their attorneys found in the record. See 
Nickersons~ newly filed Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and 
Demand for Jury Trial. There are at least eleven (11) such instances in the Complaint 
alone. This evidence of gross misconduct and deception by PHH and their attorneys 
ofrecord violates I.R.C.P. 11 (a)(l ). "The signature of an attorney or party constitutes 
a certificate that the attorney or party has read the pleading, motion or other paper; 
that to the best of the signer's knowledge, information, and belief after reasonable 
inquiry it is well grounded in fact and is warranted by existing law or a good faith 
argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law, and that it is 
not interposed for any improper purpose, such as to harass or to cause unnecessary 
delay or needless increase jn the cost of litigation ... If a pleading, motion or other 
paper is signed in violation of this rule, the court, upon motion or upon its own 
initiative, shall impose upon the person who signed it, a represented party, or both, an 
appropriate sanction! which may include an order to pay to the other party or parties 
the amount of the reasonable expenses incurred because of the filing of the pleading, 
motion, or other paper, including a reasonable attorney's fee." Since every pleading, 
motion. affidavit or other papers filed by the Plaintiff and their attorneys contains 
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discrepancies, contradictions, fraud, and in some cases embody a criminal act, PHH 
and Just Law have violated LR. C.P. 11 ( a)(l) and deserve to be sanctioned. 
B. PHH has prosecuted their Complaint in bad faith and Just Law has demonstrated bad 
faith on their Item Actual Revenue Detail (Affidavit of Counsel in Support of Jvfotion 
for Costs and Fees, Exhibit A) and therefore, according to I.R.C.P. 54(d)(I) the court 
should disallow costs and fees. 
C. The Nickersons contend that they executed a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust on their 
property and that the document presented by the Plaintiff does not reflect the 
agreement the Nickersons executed v:ith Coldwell Banker Mortgage. However, if 
PHH is going to contend the Mortgage document presented is legal, then Just Law is 
not entitled to any attorney fees because I.C. § 45-1502(6) states, "The trustee shall 
not be entitled to a foreclosure fee in the event of judicial foreclosure ... ., PHH and 
Just Law have prosecuted a judicial foreclosure, and therefore, Just Law, as Trustee, 
is not entitled to any fees. 
D. PHH is not entitled to attorney fees because they are not the Note Holder as defined 
in the Note, "The Lender or anyone who takes this Note by transfer and who is 
entitled to receive payments under this Note is the 'Note Holder."' PHH has neither 
taken the alJeged Note by transfer nor is PHH in possession of the alleged Note 
(Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of Afotions to Reconsider, Exhibit 1 ). 
Therefore, PHH is not the Note Holder, PHH is not entitled to attorney fees, and 
judgment in favor of PHH, as a matter of law, must be reversed, and judgment in 
favor of the Nickersons granted. 
E. PHH is not entitled to any attorney fees because they have created and failed to 
mitigate any damages, they have no injury redressable by the Nickersons, and they 
have no cause of action upon which relief may be granted. 
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For additional reasons and more details regarding the Nickersons objection 
2 to the award of attorney fees and costs to PHH and Just Law, see the Nickersons Motion to 
3 Disallow Costs and Fees. 
4 VIII. Affirmative Defenses 
p.15 
5 In the Court's memorandum opinion regarding the motions for summary judgment, the 
6 Court did not address the Nickersons affumative defenses. The Nickersons have again set forth 
7 their affirmative defenses in their newly amended answer and request this Court reference their 
8 newly amended answer, counterclaim and third party complaint. 
9 NEWLY DISCOVERED EVIDE~CE 
1 o Since the copy of the record the Nickersons were provided with was incomplete and full 
11 of falsehoods, inconsistencies and contradictions, the Nickersons decided to send qualified 
12 ,vritten requests (QWR) to Chase, PHH and Coldwell to determine who actually oVvns the 
l3 Nickersons Note and Mortgage and who is the actual servicer. 
l4 In response to the QWR, Chase states, "We are not required to produce the original not 
15 which will remain in our possession ... The investor for this loan is JPMorgan Chase Bank, 
16 National Association." (emphasis added) See Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of 
17 .Motions to R8consider, Exhibit 1. This was an unexpected tum of events. PHH and Chase have 
18 all along claimed Chase was only the servicer but now Chase claims to be the Note holder and 
19 investor on the Nickersons loan. 
20 PHH provided equally surprising revelations in their response to the QWR (Affidavit of 
21 Charles Nickerson in Support of Motions to Reconsider. Exhibit 4). First, PHH does not claim to 
22 be the owner of the Note nor to be the investor. If PHH does not own the Note, how dare they 
23 initiate a foreclosure against the Nickersons and make a mockery of this Court and its 
24 proceedings. As a matter of law, and the common sense law of duh, if PHH did not own the 
25 Note, they could not initiate a foreclosure any more than anyone else can randomly foreclose on 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Judgment 
Page 15 of35 
1338
p.16 
their neighbor. In the criminal court, among other counts, this is called theft, s"\.v1ndling, malice 
2 and terrorism. In the civil court, among other causes, this is called, no standing, no cause of 
3 action, no right of relief, breach of duty of care, negligence, fraud and wrongful foreclosure. 
4 Second, PHH claims the assignment of record is the assignment in which Coldwell assigns 
5 interest to Chase. Conspicuously missing from PHH' s records, and of which there is no mention 
6 or production is the alleged assignment from Chase to PHH. PHH is now admitting Chase has all 
7 interest in the Note and Mortgage and that they do not have any interest at all. Third, PHH 
8 presents Mortgage Service Center as a separate legal entity. Although the Nickersons were aware 
9 of the Mortgage Service Center, they did not realize that the Mortgage Service Center PHH used 
1 o was not just a name to represent their servicing department, but was a separate legal entity from 
l 1 PHH. PHH's response states, "Documentation enclosed show Mortgage Service Center is the 
12 entity servicing the loan." Since Mortgage Service Center was presented as a separate entity the 
13 Nickersons have done a little research and Mortgage Service Center has been added as a 
14 defendant to the Nickersons Third Party Complaint so they may account for their part in this 
15 conspiracy to defraud the Nickersons and the Court. Last, and perhaps most disturbing and 
l6 possibly incriminating is PHH provides a copy of the Note (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in 
17 Support of Motions to Reconsider, Exhibit 5 - purported to be a copy of the original Note 
18 because the QV/R specifically requests a copy of the original Note). However, this copy of the 
19 Note is nothing like the copy PHH provided in their complaint (Complaint Exhibit C) which has 
20 markings, numbers and circles on the face of it. This is very alarming and disturbing. How can . 
21 there be three original notes? There cannot be. PHH has provided two differing versions and 
22 Chase claims they actually have it in their possession. These material facts alone provide 
23 sufficient evidence to dismiss PHH's claim. Please reference the Nickerson's amended answer 
24 and counterclaim for more information regarding these issues. 
25 
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The important facts to make note of here are 1) Chase claims to be in possession of the 
Nickersons Note, and 2) PHH does not claim to be in possession or hold the Nickersons Note. 
Both of which the evidence irrefutably supports (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of 
Motions to Reconsider, Exhibits 1, 2, 3 and 4). LC. § 45-911. Assignment of debt carries 
security. '"The assignment of a debt secured by mortgage carries with it the security." This Idaho 
law confirms the long held and established principle that in order for one to have beneficial 
interest in the Mortgage one must hold the debt (Note). Thus, PHH can not claim to hold or have 
beneficial interest in the Nickersons' Mortgage because all evidence proves they do not hold the 
Note. Therefore, as a matter of law, judgment in favor of PHH must be reversed and judgment in 
favor of the Nickersons entered. 
FRAUD 
fraus omnia vitiat- fraud vitiates evel'}thing 
Since the Nickersons have been informed fraud must be pled with particularity, the 
)Jickersons have amended their answer and counterclaim accordingly. Fraud is present in nearly 
every communication, document, account history, and filing in this action, and starts at the very 
root of the relationship between Coldwell and the Nickersons. PHH, Chase, Coldwell and Just 
Law have perpetrated fraud on the Court, the Nickersons and the world at large. 
"Tusch Enterprises directs the court's attention to Faw v. Greenwood, 101 Idaho 387, 613 
P .2d 133 8 (1980), and argues that the elements of misrepresen1ation outlined therein have been 
satisfied. The elements are as follows: "(l) a representation; (2) its falsity; (3) its materiality; (4) the speaker's knowledge of its falsity or· ignorance ofits truth; (5) his intent that it should be 
acted on by the person and in the manner reasonably contemplated; (6) the hearer's ignorance of 
its falsity; (7) his reliance on the truth; (8) his right to re]y thereon; and (9) his consequent and 
proximate injury.' Id., at 389,613 P.2d at 1340, quoting Mitchell v. Si ueiros. 99 Idaho 396 401. 582 P.2d 1074, 1079 {1978). We do not believe Tusch Enterprises' misrepresentation claim should be analyzed only with reference to the elements recited in Faw. supra ... 
To say that all fraudulent misrepresentation must fit within Faw's nine-element 
formulation misconstrues the very nature of fraud. ·Fraud vitiates everything it touches. It is 
difficult to define; there is no absolute rule a.s to what facts constituted [sic] fraud; and the law does not provide one 'lest knavish ingenuity may avoid it." ~~assey-Ferguson, Inc. v. Bent 
Equipment Companv, 283 F.2d 12. 15 (5th Cir.1960). "[T]he law does not define fraud; it needs 
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no definition; it is as old as falsehood and as versable as human ingenuity."' Id. Tusch 
Enterprises v. Coffin, 113 Idaho 37, 740 P.2d 1022 (1987). 
p.18 
2 The Nickersons contend that the nine elements of fraud are not necessary to prove fraud, 
3 nevertheless, all elements of fraud are present and the Nickersons have p1ed with specificity. 
4 1) Statements of fact - PHH, Coldwell, Chase and Just Law represented PHH to be the 
5 holder and owner of the Nickersons Note and Mortgage by stating a) Coldwell sold the loan to 
6 Fannie Mae, however, there is no record of this transfer in the Clearwater County land records, 
7 nor has any assignment been presented, b) Coldwell assigned the loan to Chase, c) Fannie Mae 
8 transferred the loan to PHH, d) Chase had not ever owned the loan, and e) Chase- assigned the 
9 loan to PHH. 
10 2) Its falsity - a) Coldwell could not both seJI the loan to Fannie Mae, and then 
11 subsequently assign the loan to Chase. b) There is no record of transfer from Fannie Mae to PHH 
12 and no allonges on the Note from Fannie Mae to PHH and Fannie Mae claims to have terminated 
13 their interest in the loan on December 3, 2009. c) Chase did not and could not assign the loan to 
14 PHH because Chase has claimed they did not own th.e loan. However, in contradiction, the 
15 evidence demonstrates Chase claims to have purchased the loan on December 3, 2009, which is 
16 the same date Fannie Mae terminated their interest in the loan, and Chase claims to still own the 
17 loan as of January 10, 2014, which has the same result- Chase did not and has not assigned the 
18 Nickersons Note and Mortgage to PHH. 
19 3) Its materiality - PHH must prove its status as owner and Note holder in order to 
20 foreclose. 
21 4) The speaker's knowledge of its falsj ty- PHH knows it is not the owner and holder of 
22 the Note and Mortgage because in their response to a QWR they do not claim to be and they 
23 claim the assignment of record is the assignment that transferred all interest from Coldwell to 
24 Chase. In addition, PHH never sent a Notice of New Creditor to the Nickersons informing them 
25 that PHH was the ov.ner and holder of the Note and Mortgage. 
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5) The speaker's intent to induce reliance - PHH has filed a complaint for foreclosure 
2 intending and in hopes tha1 not only should the Nickersons simply and at face value rely on their 
3 falsified facts, allegations, and claims, but that the court, future buyers and the world at large 
4 should as well. 
s 6) The hearer's ignorance of the falsity-The Nickersons and the court really had no way 
6 of knowing the falsity ,vithout extensive and oppressive investigation. 
7 7) Reliance by the hearer - The ~ickersons and the court had to rely on, work with and 
8 sift through the representations, statements, facts, allegations and claims presented by PHH. The 
9 Nickersons were ignored and prevented from challenging PHH and had to go through this entire 
10 process because of the reliance on the illegitimate claims to ownership. The Nickersons did not 
11 fully discover their falsities until contacting Fannie Mae and Chase and conducting an 
12 investigation to stop their abusers. 
I3 8) The hearer's right to rely- The Nickersons are fighting to save their property from 
14 foreclosure and should be able to ethically, morally and legally rely on PHH's representations 
15 that they own the Note and accept their responsibilities and demonstrate proper regard for their 
16 obligations to practice fair debt collection, avoid predatory lending practices, follow all 
17 regulatory guidelines, and any other such reliance that a reasonable person could expect to rely 
I8 upon. 
19 9) Consequent and proximate injury -Foreclosure. The 1\ickersons irreparable loss of 
20 their invesbnent in the property and the loss of years of hard work in building up and 
21 establishing equity and memories in their property. Losses incurred fighting and enduring the 
22 foreclosure process. 
23 The above is but one link in the chain of fraud mapped around this case. Please reference 
24 the 1\-ickersons newly submitted amended answer and counterclaim for more examples of the 
25 fraud Chase, Coldwell, PHH and Just Law have perpetrated. Since the Idaho Courts have held, 




fraud vitiates everything it touches. Tusch Enterprises v. Coffin, Id, then, as a matter oflaw, 
2 PHH's complaint is void and judgment in their favor must be reversed and judgment in favor of 
3 the Nickersons must be granted. 
4 MISCONDUCT BY PLAINTIFF 
5 Black's Law Dictionary defines fraud on the coun as follows: "In a judicial proceeding, a 
6 lawyer's or party's misconduct so serious that it undermines or is intended to undermine the 
7 integrity of the proceeding." And defines misconduct as, "Any unla"""ful conduct on the part of a 
8 person concerned in the administration of justice which is prejudicial to the right of parties or to 
9 the right determination of the cause; as 'misconduct of jurors,' 'misconduct of an arbitrator.' The 
to term is also used to express a dereliction from duty, injurious to another, on the part of one 
l I employed in a professional capacity; as an attorney oflaw." The Nickersons contend one of the 
L2 many ways PHH has commirted fraud on the court is by engaging in notary fraud. The Second 
13 Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite contains notary fraud. The notary seal is affixed to the affidavit 
l 4 but the notary did not sign the affidavit. "A signed notarization is the ultimate assurance upon 
15 which the \ivhole world is entitled to rely that the proper person signed a document on the stated 
16 day and place. Local, interstate, and international transactions involving indh,iduals, banks, and 
17 corporations proceed smoothly because aU may rely upon the sanctity of the notary's seal. .. 'The 
I g proper functioning of the legal system depends on the honesty of notaries who are entrusted to 
19 verify the signing oflegally significant documents.' ... a false notarization is a crime and 
20 undermines the integrity of our institutions upon which all must rely upon the faithful fulfillment 
21 of the notary's oath." Klem v. Washington lvfut. Bank, 295 P.3d 1179, 176 Wash. 2d 771 (2013). 
22 Therefore, because of the misconduct of the Plaintiff in submitting fraudulent documents to the 
23 court, and reliance upon the fraudulent documents, the Nickersons request the court to strike the 
24 second affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite and consider any appropriate disciplinary action and or 
25 sanctions to be assessed on the Plaintiff and Plamtiff's counsel for their misconduct in submittin 
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a document that embodies a criminal act. Furthermore, since the Plaintiff's basis for proving a 
default rests upon Mr. Casperite's affidavit, they have no basis for default, and, as a matter of 
law, the judgment must be reversed and judgment in favor of the Nickersons must be granted. 
The Nickersons will now tum their attention to the Court's Memorandum Opinion dated 
4/3/14. 
BACKGROUND 
The Court states, "PHH relies upon the second affidavit of Ron Casperite ... " The 
Nickersons direct the Court's attention to the section above titled MISCONDUCT. The second 
affidavit of Ron Casperite was not signed by the notary which is an illegal act, and thus, this 
affidavit must be thrown out and appropriate disciplinary action must be enforced. 
The Court states, "PHH relies upon ... an affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins." This affidavit 
contradicts the second affidavit of Ron Casperite. tvlr. Casperite testified after a review of the 
detailed transaction history provided by Brandie S. Watkins, with her first affidavit, the 
~ickersons missed a total 9 monthly payments during the time Chase serviced the Nickersons 
loan. However, in the exhibit provided by Ms. Watkins in her second affidavit, Chase claims the 
Nickersons had missed 12 monthly payments. Obviously, there is a problem with Chase's 
accollllt history. The Nickersons contend - one making contradictory statements cannot be heard. 
Both Chase and PHH have made numerous contradictory and misleading statements throughout 
these proceedings. As a result neither Chase nor PHH can or should be heard. 
The Court states, "Defendants have made no payments since that date. [Feb. 11, 2010]" 
The Nickersons contend and PHH admits, PHH has not allowed the Nickersons to make 
payments since February 20 I 0. In fact, even after the Nickersons provided proof of payments 
and other transactions disputing the default, PHH refused to research the disputed default, 
claimed they did not have any account records from Chase, and blatantly refused and blocked all 
efforts of the ~ickersons to resolve the disputed default and make monthly payments. The 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Judgment 
Page 21 of35 
1344
p.22 
:N"ickersons made every effort possible to make payments to PHH. Based on prevention of 
2 performance, impossibilities, and other such laws, the Nickersons contend judgment in favor of 
3 PHH must be vacated. 
4 The Court states, "The defendants admit that they missed payments in 2009." The 
5 Nickersons are unclear how the Court came to that conclusion because they do not recall ever 
6 knowingly or willingly making a statement that they did not make a payment. The Kickersons 
7 have consistently stated they continued to make every payment that Chase and PHH allowed 
8 them to make. Further, as evidence to the Nickersons character regarding their obligations to 
9 make payments on their notes, the Nickersons continued to pay their second note, even when 
lO they were not legally required to do so, all the way up until the fall of 2012 (30+ payments) whe 
11 their long standing financial relationship with Wells Fargo was finally broken down due to the 
12 malicious conduct of Just Law. If the Nickersons have ever inferre.d or implied they missed a 
13 payment, they apologize for the confusion. The Nickersons have made every payment Chase and 
14 PHH have allowed them to make and they were obligated to make. 
15 The Court states, "Defendants rely on those balances to show they owed nothing and· 
16 their account is paid in full." The Nickersons do not, have not, would not and have never 
17 intended to convey to this court they relied on Chase's account history. Frankly, Chase's record 
18 keeping incompetence was quite clear within a short time after Chase first became involved with 
19 the Nickersons account and previously perfect credit history. Rather, the truth of the matter is the 
20 Nickersons have repeatedly pointed out the errors in this document, demonstrated its 
2 I inaccuracies, and asserted it cannot and should not be relied upon or admitted into evidence. 
22 However, if the court is going to allow this false, flawed, and inaccurate document to remain in 
23 the record, and allow PHH to rely upon it to prove their alleged and ever changing default, then 
24 the Nickersons would be remiss not to point out how even Chase's inaccurate account record, 
25 allegedly fabricated and presented to show a default, in reality, proves there is no default. 
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The Court states, "The Nickersons submitted additional documents and statements after 
2 the hearing ... The court will not consider those documents ... " During the hearing the Court 
3 instructed the Nickersons to provide these documents and even provided the address to send 
4 them to and now the Court is rejecting them. The Kickersons address this issue more fully under 
5 the Preliminary Issues sections 2 and 3 above and contend the Court has committed a manifest 
6 and extreme injustice and has denied the Nickersons' lawful, due and constitutional rights to 
7 protect and possess their property and their right to due process as guaranteed and protected by 
8 the Constitution ofidaho Art. 1 §§ 1 and 13 by not providing the Nickersons with further 
9 guidance regarding those documents. 
10 UNDISPUTED FACTS 
11 First, the Nickersons would like to direct the Couns attention to the contradictory 
12 undisputed facts. The Court states, "JP Morgan Chase Bank (Chase) owned the note and 
13 serviced the loan from the end of2007 until the beginning of2010 ... PHH o\vned the loan when 
l4 this lawsuit was filed ... " and goes on to state, "The note was assigned from Coldwell Banker 
15 Mortgage to Fannie Mae in December 2002. J.P. Morgan Chase acquired the note in November 
16 2007 ... Chase assigned the note to PHH in 2010 (June)." The Nickersons contend a contradictory 
17 statement does not qualify as an undisputed fact and, in fact, by definition a contradiction makes 
18 it a disputed fact. 
19 I. The record indicates Chase received the Note "ia an assignment from Coldwell in 
20 November 2007. However, as the Court attests above Coldwell assigned the Note to 
21 Fannie Mae in 2002. Coldwell could not assign the Note to Chase in 2007 when it 
22 had already assigned it to Fannie Mae in 2002. This is a CGntradiction to what is 
23 represented by the Court as an undisputed fact. 
24 2. Chase, in paragraph 6 of their answer to the Nickersons Third Party Complaint 
25 allegation that Coldwell assigned the ~ote and Mortgage to Chase on or about 
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November 20, 2007, states, "JPMorgan admits that the Nickersons' Note and 
Mortgage were assigned by Coldwell, but lacks sufficient information to form a belie 
as to the parties and dates of assigmnent(s) and therefore denies the remaining 
allegations of Paragraph 7 of the Complaint." Chase is denying Coldwell assigned the 
Note to them which contradicts what the Court claims is an undisputed fact that 
Chase acquired the Note in 2007. 
In response to the Nickersons interrogatories and request for production, Chase deni.e 
owning, purchasing or selling the Nickersons note eight times and claims to have 
been a servicer only (see Affidavit of John Mitchell, 1122113, Exhibit C). This 
testimony strongly contradicts what the Court has entered in the memorandum as 
undisputed facts. Chase claims they never owned the Note. Therefore, they could not 
have assigned it to PHH in June 2010 nor could they have acquired it in 2007. 
a. " ... JPMorgan further objects to this interrogatory as it mischaracterizes the facts, 
contending that JPMorgan purchased the Nickersons' note, whereas, JPMorgan 
was servicer of the note and not a purchaser." PAGE 2, ANS\VER NO. 1 
b. " ... JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because it mischaracterizes the facts, 
contending that JPMorgan purchased the Nickersons' note, whereas, JPMorgan 
was servicer of the note and not a purchaser." PAGE 3, ANSWER NO. 2 
c. " ... JPMorgan, as a servicer of the loan, did not "sell" the Nickersons' note." 
PAGE 3, ANSWER NO. 3 
d. " ... JPMorgan did not purchase, own or sell the Nickersons' note and merely acte 
as a servicer of the loan." PAGE 3, ANSWER NO. 4 
e. " ... JPMorgan further objects to this interrogatory as it mischaracterizes the facts, 
contending that JPMorgan was the owner of the note, in a position to determine_to 




























foreclose or not to foreclose, when in fact, JPMorgan was a servicer of the note." 
PAGE4,ANS\VERNO. 7 
f. " ... Asa servicer for the Nickersons' loan, JPMorgan is not aware of the 
information exchanged in the transfer/sale of the note between buyer and sel1er." 
PAGE 5, ANS\VER NO. 9 
g. " ... when in fact, JPMorgan was merely a servicer of the note." PAGES 5-6 
ANSWER NO. 10 
h. " ... JPMorgan did not purchase the Note, but was merely a servicer of the Note." 
PAGE 14, RESPONSE NO. 11 
4. PHH in their answers to the Nickersons interrogatories claims they received the Note 
via a transfer from Fannie Mae which contradicts what the Court has represented as 
an undisputed fact that PHH received the Note via an assignment from Chase. "that it 
held the original note through its subsidiary, Coldwell Banker. PHH believes that not 
was transferred to the Federal Home Mortgage Association, (Fannie Mae), which in 
turn, had JP Morgan Chase service the note ... Fannie Mae assigned the note back to 
PHH as the originating lender." PAGE 2, ANSVlER 1. (see Affidavit of John 
Mitc·hell, 1/22/13, Exhibit D). 
5. The new evidence uncovered by the Nickersons provides the following chain of title 
which contradicts what the Court has presented and relied on. 1) Coldwell initiates 
the loan and sells it to Fannie Mae on December 27, 2002, (Affidavit of Charles 
Nickerson in Support o_fMotions to Reconsider, Exhibit 2) Note: Something very 
disturbing and alarming about this transfer is that there is no record of the transfer in 
the Clearwater County land records. 2) Fannie Mae holds the loan from December 27 
2002, through December 3, 2009, (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of 
.4/otions to Reconsider, Exhibit 2). 3) Chase purchases the loan on December 3, 2009, 
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(Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of ]\,{otions to Reconsider, Exhibit 3). 4) 
2 Chase did not assign the loan to PHH and allegedly still has it in their possession 
3 (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of }.;lotions to Reconsider, Exhibit 1). 
4 The Nickersons would like to direct the Court's attention to the centuries old legal maxim 
5 allegans contraria non est audiendus - one making contradictory statements is not to be heard, 
6 and request the Court to hold PHH and Chase accountable for their contradictions and fraud on 
7 the court, reverse judgment and grant summary judgment to the Nickersons. 
8 Second, the Court states, "'The Nickersons did not make all of their payments on the note 
9 in 2009 and have made no payments since February, 2010." Mr. Nickerson has testified "I made 
Jo ail payments I was allowed to make, knew to make or was instructed to make by Chase and to 
l l Chase, and was current and in good standing with Chase in January 2010." The Nickersons have 
12 testified and contend PHH refused to accept their payments starting in February 2010. PHH 
13 stated, in the first Affidavit ofRonaldE. Casperite, "PHH declined to accept any further 
14 payments from the Nickersons unless those payments were going to cure in full the total amount 
15 of default ... " The Nickersons attempted to make their periodic payments to PHH but they would 
L6 not accept them and prohibited them. This created impossibilities for the Nickersons. The 
l 7 Nickersons disputed the alleged default amount and provided proof to PHH of payments and 
18 other transactions, but PHH refused to verify and validate the disputed default. PHH, at that time, 
19 claimed they did not have the account records from Chase, and in July of 2012, in response to 
20 Nickersons request for admission number 13, PHH stated, "PHH is unaware of any payments 
21 made or not made by the Nickersons to Chase." If PHH did not have the account records and 
22 claims they are unaware of payments made or not made to Chase, then how could they claim a 
23 default? Obviously. they could not, but they did an:y-way. Further testimony has proven PHH's 
24 original claim of default was 'wTong. PHH should have made every effort possible to work with 
25 the Nickersons and validate and verify any alleged default - failure to do so is a violation of 12 
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U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2). However, since PHH refused to verify the default and blocked all efforts of 
2 the Nickersons to make payments and resolve any alleged default, then PHH is barred by 
3 prevention of performance, impossibility, failure to mitigate damages, and failure to fulfill 
4 conditions precedent, among other laws, regulations and legal doctrines, from claiming default 
5 against the Nickersons and judgment must be reversed and must be awarded to the Nickersons. 
6 In addition, regarding default, PHH's responsibility was to validate and prove up the default 
7 amount in their claim. PHH should have and was required to prove up the exact default amount 
8 of their default notice, not just any default. If any default presented did not match the exact 
9 default amount of their default notice then PHH is in breach of contract by prosecuting a claim 
1 o on a new default amount. The alleged contract requires PHH, well really the alleged contract 
11 requires the Note Holder which the evidence indicates is not PHH, to provide notice of default. 
12 that default amount is changed then a new notice of default would be required before PHH could 
13 take any legal action. Therefore,judgment in favor of PHH must be vacated and PHH's claim 
14 must be dismissed because they can not and did not prove the exact default amount presented in 
15 their notice of intention to foreclose. The Nickersons also contend PHH's notice of intention to 
16 foreclose did not meet the contractual requirements of notice. The contract requires the "Note 
17 Holder" as defined in the Note to provide notice of default. PHH was not even allegedly the Note 
I 8 Holder at the time they sent the notice of intention to foreclose and for that matter are not the 
19 Note Holder now. Therefore, neither PHH nor the legal or rightful Note Holder has ever sent the 
20 Nickersons notice according to the contract presented by PHH, and thus, judgment in favor of 
21 PHH must be vacated and summary judgment in favor of the Nickersons must be granted. 
22 Third, the Court states, "The amount due and owing on the note, ine-luding interest, as of 
23 December 1, 2013 is ... " This amount due is taken from the Second Affidavit of Ronald E. 
24 Casperite. Since this affidavit is contradictory, :fraudulent, and embodies a criminal act (see 
25 MISCONDUCT above), as a matter of law, it must be discarded, judgment must be vacated and 
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judgment in favor of the Nickersons must be granted. In addition, PHH has never provided any 
proof their alleged default amount is correct. The account history provided by Chase employee 
Brandie S. Watkins shows a principal balance of $0 in November 2009 and $-1186.90 on 
January 21, 2010. This does not validate or confirm PHH's principal balance claims, but, in fact, 
contradicts and refutes those claims. PHH cannot be permitted to fabricate a principal balance. 
Since the evidence PHH has provided contradicts and refutes their principal balance claims, 
judgment must be vacated and judgment in favor of the Nickersons must be granted. 
LEGAL STANDARD 
The Court sets forth the following legal standard: "All disputed facts are to be construed 
liberally in favor of the nonmoving party, and all reasonable inferences that can be drawn from 
the record are to be drawn in favor of the nonmoving party." Mackay.•. Four Rivers Packing 
Co .. 145 Idaho 40&, 410, 179 P .3d 1064. 1066 (2008). If reasonable people might reach a 
different conclusion from conflicting inferences based on the evidence then the motion must be 
denied. Id. "If the evidence is conflicting on material issues or supports conflicting inferences, or 
if reasonable minds could reach differing conclusions, summary judgment must be denied." Doe 
v. Sisters o{the Holv Cross. 126 Idaho 1036. 1039, 895 P.2d 1229, 1232 (Ct. App. 1995). 
If the above legal standard were applied to the record in this case, then PHH's summary 
judgment, as a matter of law, must be denied. As presented above, without including the new 
evidence, there are, at a minimum, four conflicting points in the record regarding the material 
fact of the true owner and holder of the Nickersons Note. This, in and of itself, denies PHH's 
motion for summary judgment because reasonable minds could very easily conclude that PHH 
does not have standing, and summary judgment in favor of PHH should be denied. The 
Nickersons further contend all reasonable inferences dravm in their favor would irrefutably deny 
summary judgment in PHH's favor. Therefore~ the Nickersons request the court to uphold its 
O\Vn legal standard and, as a matter of law, reverse judgment. 
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In light of the new evidence presented, the Nickersons request the Court to uphold the 
2 following legal standard presented by the Court and grant the Nickersons summary judgment: 
3 "'[A] moving party is entitled to summary judgment when the nonmoving party fails to make a 
4 showing sufficient to establish the existence of an element essential to that party's case on v.,ruch 
5 that party will bear the burden of proof at trial." Thomson v. Idaho Ins. Angencv, Inc .• 126 Idaho 
6 527, 530-3 L 887 P.2d 1034. 1037-38 (1994)(citing Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317,322. 
7 106 S.Ct 2548. 2552, 91 L.Ed.2d 265,273 (1986)). Based on the evidence discovered and 
8 presented by the Nickersons, PHH is not the Note holder and is not the investor in the 
9 Nickersons loan, and based on the long standing mortgage principles and J.C. § 45-911 that the 
IO security follows the debt, simply claiming to be the beneficiary of an alleged Deed of Trust is no 
11 enough to establish the essen1ial chain of title and the essential element of O"\\nership of the debt. 
12 Further, PHH is not and can not be the beneficiary of the Nickersons Mortgage because they do 
13 not hold the Nickersons Note. Therefore, PHH fails on the most essential element of their case 
14 and summary judgment must be granted in favor of the Nickersons. 
15 DISCUSSION 
16 The Court states, -~The Nickersons' argument tha1 PHH's Complaint should be dismissed 
17 because it contains the wrong legal description of the real property is moot." The Nickersons 
18 respectfully request the Court remember the seriousness and far reaching consequences of a 
19 foreclosure action and the sober responsibility of the person who signs such a complaint to verify 
20 its' accuracy before it is filed with the court (I.R.C.P. 1 l(a)(l)). The criminal aspect of robo-
21 signing involves a person signing and pushing documents through so that they are fraudulently 
22 executed without verifying the information contained within it thus ultimately contaminating the 
23 true and c-0rrect records that the Court maintains so the world at large may take notice who the 
24 real and actual owner of a property is. This error, which we consider a grave one as it goes 
2S toward establishing the property that is being foreclosed upon, that is being cited by Mr. 
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Manwaring as a scrivener error is indicative of robo-signing and the inaccurate record keeping 
practices the Nickersons have experienced with the Plaintiff and their accomplices. lbis error 
goes toward demonstrating the carelessness and negligence that have been observed by the 
Nickersons throughout their dealings with PHH, Chase and Just Law, and in their attempts to 
"scour the record", research and defend this case. We wouJd ask the Court note this for the 
record and consider it in all rulings relating to this litigation. Virtua1ly every statement made by 
PHH is fraudulent in this action, and allowing them to correct this fatal flaw in the Complaint, 
greatly and unduly prejudices the Nickersons because it allows PHH to conceal their reckless an 
deceptive patterns and continue their :fraudulent action. 
Next, the Court states, "At the time PHH filed its Complaint they were the beneficiary of 
the Deed of Trust. The Nickersons allegations that PHH did not have standing or a beneficial 
interest are erroneous and not supported by any evidence." As demonstrated above in the 
Undisputed Facts section, this is a disputed fact and proven incorrect by the testimony and 
evidence contained within the rec-ord alone. It is proven completely false by the new evidence 
presented by the Nickersons. 
Next, the Court states, "The Nickersons argue that PHH commltted fraud, however, they 
did not allege fraud in their pleadings. No admissible evidence of fraud has been presented to the 
court." Since the Court has pointed out the Nickersons allegations of fraud have not been pled, 
the Court should have instructed the Nickersons to amend their pleadings in order for justice to 
be served instead of perpetuating the fraud by going forward with summary judgment. See the 
section on fraud above. The Nickersons contend this court should have instructed the Nickersons 
to file an amended pleading, not grant summary judgment. The Nickersons have amended their 
pleadings to include fraud and have submitted the amended pleadings along wi.th this 
memorandum. Also, the Court should not have indicated to and instructed the Nickersons to file 
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their reply brief and responses, which included detailed allegations and evidence of fraud, and 
2 then disregarded them with no notice. 
3 Next, the Court states, "The Nickersons argue that PHH's Complaint for judicial 
4 foreclosure should be dismissed because a Deed of Trust was used as the document to convey 
s interest in real property consisting of approximately 50 acres that was not within any city limits. 
6 The title of the document is not controlling when the plaintiff seeks judicial foreclosure. A Deed 
7 of Trust may be non-judicially foreclosed, but only if certain requirements are met. Those 
8 limitations for non-judicial foreclosure do not apply to a judicial foreclosure." The Nickersons 
9 agree the limitations for non-judicial foreclosure do not apply to a judicial foreclosure but that is 
to not the point. The point is Mortgages and Deeds of Trust are not the same. The title is not all 
l l there is to a document. The language within the document is different and they are defined 
12 differently under Idaho code, and therefore, the alleged "Deed of Trust" on the Nickersons 
13 propeny cannot simply just be called a Mortgage. That Deed of Trust was illegally created. The 
l 4 legal authority states, "Because the legislature has created a separate scheme for deeds of trust, 
15 the rationale for Brown v. Bryan, that mortgages and deeds of trust are functional equivalents, is 
16 undercut. The legislature obviously intended separate treatment; therefore, they are not 
17 functionally the same. A mortgage and a deed of trust are also separately defined. Compare LC. 
18 § 45-901 with I.C. § 45-1502(3). "Frazier v. Neilsen & Co, 115 Idaho 739, 769 P. 2d 1111 
19 (1989). Since the Nickersons' property is in excess of 40 acres, according to I.C. § 45-1502 a 
20 deed of trust could not legally be used. According to Frazier and LC. § 45-1502, as a matter of 
21 law, a deed of trust could not be used on the Nickersons 50 acre property. Further, all 
22 representations made to the Nickersons were they were getting a Mortgage and not a Deed of 
23 Trust. The Nickersons understood from their counsel that all parties in this action have 
24 recognized and admitted the Nickersons have a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust. Just Law admitted 
25 this to the Nickersons. Finally, to put it bluntly, saying a deed of trust is a mortgage is like sayin 
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a jackass is a plow horse simply because they can both pull a plow. They are two vetj, distinct 
and different creatures, with different purposes, uses, and capabilities, and in a similar way, 
deeds of trust and mortgages are two very distinct security instruments. A Deed of Trust is NOT 
a Mortgage. Therefore, since the security instrument presented by the Plaintiff is not lawful, and 
is not what the Nickersons agreed to, judgment in favor of the Plaintiff must be reversed and 
judgment in favor of the Nickersons must be granted. 
Next, the Court again addresses the issues of fraud which the Nickersons have clearly 
argued above and contend once more that since the court was aware of the allegations of fraud, 
the court should have instructed or given permission to the )Jickersons to amend their pleadings 
and should not have been so hasty to pass judgment. 
Next, the Court states, "The Nickersons have presented no authority for their argument 
that a note cannot be assigned." The Nickersons contend, just producing a document claiming to 
assign a note is not sufficient. A Note is a negotiable instrument and must be negotiated. 
According to LC.§ 2&-3-201(2), " .. .if an instrument is payable to an identified person, 
negotiation requires transfer of possession of the instrument and its indorsement by the 
holder ... " PHH has provided no evidence 1o prove a transfer of possession has taken place 
because they have not produced the original Note. Therefore, since PHH has not and cannot 
produce the original note, judgment must be reversed and judgment in favor of the Nickersons 
must be granted. 
Last, the Court states, "The Nickersons allege that they were not in default on the note. 
However, they have presented no affidavit or other evidence to support their conclusory 
allegations ... The Nickersons must submit some admissible evidence to support their allegations 
that they are current on their loan." The Nickersons contend their statements regarding default 
are not conclusory. The Nickersons have pled and have repeatedly stated a Chase employee 
named Kim told them their account was current and in good standing. Chase and PHH have 
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offered no evidence to refute this allegation. In fact, in their responses to interrogatories and 
requests for production, they refused 10 provide any of the communication records between the 
Nickersons and their respective customer service representatives. Therefore, Chase and PHH 
have not provided any evidence to refute the Nickersons claim and reliance that they were in 
good standing vi.,ith Chase when PHH took over the account, invented an alleged default, barred 
the Nickersons access to any account records, and refused to accept payments. Furthermore, Mr. 
Nickerson has submitted an affidavit in support of this motion to reconsider in which he states," 
made all payments I was allowed to make, knew to make or was instructed to make by Chase 
and to Chase, and was current and in good standing with Chase in January 201 O." 
In addition, Chase, not the Nickersons, submitted evidence that the principal balance on 
the Nickersons account was $0 in November of2009 and $-1,186.90 on January 21, 2010. The 
Nickersons did not produce that evidence. The Nickersons did not interpret or make c-onclusory 
statements about that evidence. The Nickersons merely pointed out to the Court that ifthere is no 
debt, there can be no default, and the Court claims it is conclusory. That is unconscionable and 
inconceivable. The Court is totally ignoring the fact Chase's account records indicate right there 
in black and white, there is no debt. However, the Court is allowing PHH to use these same 
account records to claim the Nickersons missed 13 and then 9 monthly payments during the time 
Chase had the account It is contradictory and extremely prejudicial to the Nickersons to allow 
PHH to claim Chase's account records are accurate enough to prove 9 missed payments and yet 
say the account records are inaccurate to prove there is no debt. Chase and PHH, not the 
Nickersons, submitted this account record. If the Court is going to ignore the fact that the 
principal balance on this account record shows $0 in November 2009 and $-1, 186. 90 in January 
of 2010, then this court is ruling Chase's account records are wrong and cannot accept PHH's 
alleged default and must reverse judgment. Since Chase is claiming this is the account history of 
record, then, in this land of fair play, this Court has no option but to accept the fact the account 
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history demonstrates there is no debt, and thus, no default, and must grant judgment in favor of 
2 the Nickersons. In addition, the Nickersons have ple~ testified and the Court has been informed 
3 the Nickersons have made every payment they were contractually obligated to make. See 
4 Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of Mo1ions to Reconsider. 
s CONCLUSION 
6 Based upon the contradictory and wholly disputed facts, judgment for PHH must, as a 
7 matter oflaw, be reversed. Further, to put it in a prose litigants layman's terms, the Nickersons 
8 did not default and have not admitted they defaulted on this loan. PHH does not own or have any 
9 beneficial interest in the Nickerson property. PHH by law cannot foredose on the Kickerson 
10 property. PHH and Just Law have committed fraud in bringing this complaint before the Court 
l I and in all actions preceding, and based upon the facts I) PHH's affidavit prm:ing default 
12 embodies a criminal act and must be stricken, and thus, PHH has no claim for default, 2) Chase's 
13 account history demonstrates there is no debt owed by the Nickersons, and thus, it supports and 
14 confirms the Nickersons claims of no default 3) the contradictory record surrounding PHH's 
15 claims to hold the Kote and Mortgage demonstrate PHH is not the Note holder, 4) the new 
l 6 evidence presented by the Nickersons irrefutably demonstrates PHH is not the Note holder and 
I 7 never was, and 5) fraus omnia vitiat - fraud vitiates everything. Therefore, as a matter oflaw, 
I 8 summary judgment in favor of the Nickersons must be granted. 
19 Wherefore, the Nickersons respectfully request this Court, as a matter oflaw and in order 
20 for justice to be served, to reverse its judgment and grant judgment in favor of the Nickersons 
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CERTIFICATE OF S~CE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the~ day <>f /l-t. c.c. y , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
2 below, and addressed to the following: 
3 
IGpp Manwaring 
4 Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
5 PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
6 Fax (208)523-9146 
7 Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 


















Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-5111 
(~) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(,)U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(,) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
~~~-
Charles Nie erson 
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Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
ORDER GRANTING 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO STRIKE CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
1 O NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KN OWL TOK & MILES PLLC; WELLS 





COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
14 of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 













COMES KOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson. respectfully request the 
Court to reconsider its Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion to Strike. The Nickersons contend 
Charles N'ickerson's affidavit is based on his personal knowledge, sets forth vital facts that 
would be admissible in evidence at trial, and that Charles Nickerson is competent to testify on 
the stated matters. 
Paragraphs 5 and 6 are extremely relevant to the issue of Motion for Summary 
Judgment. Paragraphs 5 and 6 are not only relevant but critical and necessary in understanding 
the current status ofthis case, in explaining why some of these issues have not been addressed 
sooner, and in establishing foundation for future motions, actions and proceedings. These 
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paragraphs lay the foundation as to why the Nickersons filed their motion for summary judgment 
and are defending this action prose. Because of the Nickersons' personal feelings for Mr. 
Mitchell, their desire is not to enable or empower those who have hurt, oppressed, used and 
abused John Mitchell to cover their own professional misconduct, illegal activity and legal 
failures. The Nickersons have, thus far, chosen a path of silence and discretion, and directed their 
focus toward fighting this wrongful foreclosure and the far reaching impact it has had and is 
having on them. The Idaho State Bar record regarding John Mitchell, bis admitted misconduct 
and alleged inappropriate legal practices is clear. The reality of the situation is his intentional an 
unintentional actions and inactions have created undo prejudice toward and against the 
Nickersons and prevented and prohibited them from securing justice in this case. Protecting their 
interests and being allowed to reverse any unjust rulings or prejudices is paramount to the 
Nkkersons' rights to due process and to justice being served. Prior to and throughout these 
proceedings, the Nickersons' rights and interests have been denied and abused in this Court. 
They have suffered incalculable and irreversible damages for years when all parties know and 
knew fraud was rampant, PHH does not even own the Nickersons' Note and Mortgage nor have 
any rights to the property, and the Nickersons did not default. This entire ordeal has been 
schemed, conspired and unlawfully executed. These paragraphs are an integral part of the 
Nickersons' defense and causes. To strike these paragraphs, or in any other way prevent PHH 
and their accomplices from being held accountable for their actions, perpetuates the assault on 
the Nickersons, their property rights and established way of life, and creates an alliance with 
injustice and criminal activity. Therefore, the Nickersons statements in these paragraphs are very 
relevant to the issues presented for summary judgment and must not be stricken. 
Paragraphs 5 and 6 clearly fo1low the definition of relevant evidence. I.R.E. 401. The 
evidence presented is based on Charles Nickerson's personal knowledge and experience, clearly 
contains admissible evidence specifically relating to the timeline and rulings of these 
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3 Paragraph 9 claims PHH began foreclosure proceedings prior to obtaining beneficial 
4 interest in the Nickersons Note and Mortgage. The factual basis for this claim is 1) PHH started 
5 the foreclosure process by sending notices of intention to foreclose in February 2010, 2) PHH 
6 blocked and prohibited all payments and resolution attempts, starting in February 2010, and 3) 
7 PHH referred the Nickersons to their foreclosure attorney, Just Law, in May 2010. All of these 
8 actions occurred prior to June 9, 20 I 0, when PHH allegedly received beneficial interest via an 
9 assignment from Chase. (see aff. ofC. Nickerson, 12117/2013, ex. l, 2, 3 and 4). Funber, for 
1 o PHH to claim the foreclosure process initiated in February 2010 and the horrific impact it had on 
11 the Nickersons; their credit; their access to earned equity; their ability and opportunity to 
12 refinance or sell the property to avert further mortgage fraud, predatory lending practices and 
13 abuse by PHH and their accomplices; to stop any further action by PHH; among the other 
14 damages and injuries suffered; and upon which all actions of PHH from February 2010 to 
15 present are clearly what led to the filing of the judicial foreclosure in January 2011, and what 
16 PHH has relied upon in pursuing these actions, has no bearing on the current proceedings is 
17 unconscionable. The reality and illegality of the situation certainly bars such an assertion or 
18 ruling. The fact PHH started foreclosure proceedings in February 2010 and then changed their 
19 cause of action because their original filing was illegal, especially when Just Law admitted to its 
20 illegality prior to filing it, does not invalidate all their actions from February 2010 to January 
21 2011, how the said actions affected the Nickersons, created prevention of performance for the 
22 Nickersons, caused impossibilities in their abilities to defend this complaint, and does not change 
23 the irrefutable fact those actions help prove PHH had no beneficial interest in January 2011. In 
24 essence, ignoring the illegal actions of PHH and Just Law form February 2010 to January 2011 
25 provides PHH and Just Law a '·get out of jail free card," provides credence to illegally crafted 
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and forged beneficial interest, facilitates criminal activities, and creates a severe injustice and 
2 prejudice against the Nickersons in defending and presenting their rights. The end result of such 
3 a ruling, if followed to its logical conclusion, means PHH, without proving they have any 
4 ownership whatsoever in the note or rights to the Nickerson property (and they do not), can 
5 conduct illegal activity, create a default by their o~n making, break whatever laws they want in 
6 regards to filings, submission of evidence, fabrication of falsified beneficial interest, and then say 
7 it does not matter and is inadmissible. Double take that one: PHH can swear to having beneficial 
& interest prior to allegedly having any, assign Just Law as a Trustee prior to even getting the 
9 :fraudulent Deed of Trust in place, claim Fannie Mae assigned interest to them when Fannie Mae 
10 states they did not, fabricate a falsified assignment of Deed of Trust from Coldwell to Chase 
11 when Coldwell had no interest to assig~ lie about Chase's ownership in the Note, etc ... Then to 
12 start the Judicial foreclosure, PHH can file a claim against the wrong property, reference the 
13 wrong instrument numbers, introduce documents with notary fraud, provide altered payment 
14 records that must be changed multiple times {v..rith court approval), claim beneficial interest 
15 based on void and unlawful assignments, and the list goes on. However, the Nickersons, on the 
16 other hand, who were extremely long suffering with Chase and PHH's total incompetence in 
17 handling their accoun1s, and showed a total and complete proper regard for their obligations and 
18 duties for the property, cannot submit evidence to prove these facts because they are irrelevant to 
19 the Plaintiffs Summary Judgment Motion. This clearly fits the definition of unconscionable. 
20 Based on these facts, PHH began the foreclosure process prior to obtaining alleged 
21 beneficial interest in the Nickersons Note and Mortgage. Furthermore, according to the evidence 
22 and testimony, PHH has never held beneficial interest in a Deed of Trust on the Nickersons 
23 property and cannot by law, LC. § 45-1502. 
24 Paragraph 9 also cJaims the Nickersons were in good standing on their loan as of 
25 January 2010. The e'1idence presented irrefutably supports this claim, is admissible and is not 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion to Strike 


























conclusory. The Nickersons believed and were told by Chase they were in good standing as of 
January 2010. PHH and Chase have not refuted the Nickersons claim that a Chase employee 
named Kim told the Nickersons they were current and in good standing. Chase and PHH blocked 
all discovery attempts of the Nickersons to gain access to the account notes and communication 
transcripts of the communications that took place with Kim and other Chase and PHH 
representatives regarding the Nickerson account. PHH has provided no proof that Chase did not 
tell the Kickerson.s they were in good standing, and, in fact, PHH has claimed they do not have 
the account records, and in conjunction with Chase, has blocked the Nickersons from obtaining 
the Chase account and communication records. Maintaining records and producing them upon 
request is the lawful responsibility of PHH as the aJleged servicer per 12 C.F.R. § I 024.38. 
Also regarding default, a default can only occur ifthere is a baJance owed. Even with the 
ever changing evidence presented by the Plaintiff and their accomplices, no evidence has been 
presented that proves that there is a balance owed. Chase's account history clearly shows the 
principal balance on the account was $0 in November 2009 and was $-1,186.90 on January 21, 
20 I 0. PHH has not proven otherwise. The burden of proof is upon him who affirms, not upon 
him who denies. This is especially true when not only is the responsibility of record keeping the 
actual contractual burden of Chase and PHH (12 C.F.R. § 1024.38), but additional responsibility 
is assumed by them when they blatantly refuse to provide required documentation, proof of 
accounting activity, and explanations of"strange accounting activity" on the Chase employees' 
screens, even when repeatedly confronted by the Nickersons and helpful Chase employees. 
Additionally, the Kickersons have clearly demonstrated that Chase's account history does not 
reflect all payments made. Ron Casperite has also proven for the Nickersons that numerous 
mistakes have been made in the calculation of their account history. Mr. Casperite claims the 
default is now over $11,000 less than what he swore it was in February 2010. 
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Clearly, the evidence is admissible and proves the Nickersons are not in default, and their 
2 statements are not conclusory because they are based on the facts presented in the record. 
3 Paragraph 10 points out the facts that a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust should have been 
4 used and that the Deed of Trust falsely claims the Nickersons' 50 acre parcel is 40 acres or less. 
5 This is relevant and critical to our case in proving fraud started at the closing table. Coldwell 
6 Banker, the loan specialist who handled our loan application, the closing agent and the 
7 Nickersons research of Idaho law all indicated only a Mortgage can be used on any real property 
s larger than 40 acres. This falsified Deed of Trust provides a foundation toward proving motive 
9 for tampering with, contaminating, altering and destroying our accounting records, refusing to 
10 provide accowit statements and records, falsifying other documents, and obsessively pursuing 
11 this foreclosure action in order to conceal the criminal actions involved in our loan origination, 
12 servicing and record keeping. Furthermore, the Nickersons legal argument in Paragraph 10 is 
13 supported by Just Law. Quoting from www.justlawidaho.com, "Action on a deed of trust is 
14 governed by LC.§§ 45-1502 through45-1515. A deed of trust may be used to secure a loan 
15 when the trust property consists of 40 acres or less, or is real property located within an 
16 incorporated city or village at the time of transfer." Just Law in providing Idaho law summary on 
17 their site admits a deed of trust could not be used on 'the Nickerson property. Further, "Because 
18 the legislature has created a separate scheme for deeds of trust, the rationale for Brown v. 
19 Bryan, that mortgages and deeds of trust are functional equivalents, is undercut. The legislature 
20 obviously intended separate treatment; therefore, they are not functionally the same. A mortgage 
21 and a deed of trust are also separately defined. Compare I.C. § 45-901 with J.C.§ 45-1502(3)." 
22 Frazier v. Neilsen & Co , 115 Idaho 739, 769 P. 2d 1111 (1989). Since the Nickersons' property 
23 is in excess of 40 acres, according to LC. § 45-1502 a deed of trust could not legally be used. The 
24 Court has erred in its statement "Defendants' allegation fails as a matter oflaw." According to 
25 Frazier and I. C. § 45-1502, as a matter of law, a deed of trust could not legally be used as the 
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security instrument on the Nickersons 50 acre property. In addition, the Court stated, "A deed of 
trust is simply a mortgage with a power of sale .. " In theory, that statement may sound plausible, 
however, the Idaho legislature certainly does not agree with nor support that argument as attested 
to in the findings of Frazier mentioned above and the pertinent Idaho Statutes regarding 
mortgages. Finally, to put it bluntly, saying a deed of trust is a mortgage is like saying a jackass 
is a plow horse simply because they can both pull a plow. They are two very distinct and 
different creatures, with different purposes, uses and capabilities, and in a similar way, deeds of 
trust and mortgages are two very distinct security instruments. A Deed of Trust is ~OT a 
Mortgage. Further, the Nickersons have not knowingly or willingly admitted to knowingly or 
willingly executing a Deed of Trust Coldwell, the closing agent and the ~ickersons all indicated 
and understood the Nickersons executed a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust. 
Paragraph 11 points out the indorsement on the Note. The foundation is found in LC. § 
28-3-201 (2), " ... if an instrument is payable to an identified person, negotiation requires transfer 
of possession of the instrument and its indorsement by the holder ... " PHH claims the Note was 
transferred to them by Fannie Mae. The assignment claims the 1\ote was transferred from Chase 
to PHH. However, there is no indorsement from Fannie Mae to PHH or from Chase to PHH and 
PHH has never provided the original Kote nor proven possession. A clear and unbroken chain of 
indorsements that clearly identifies the Note Holder must exist to prove the Note was negotiated 
in the way described by PHH and in order for PHH to legally prove they are the one and only 
Note Holder. The court has erred in its statement "Defendants' allegation has no basis in fact or 
law." The irrefutable fact is the Note is not indorsed to PHH. The law, J.C. § 28-3-201 (2), clearly 
states there must be a transfer in possess.ion and an indorsement by the holder. Further, the 
l\ickersons have clearly alleged and proven the assignment from Chase to PHH is fraud because 
Chase claimed they had no interest in the Note, the assignment references a trustee that could not 
have been legally appointed and it was robo-signed. Yes, the Nic.kersons reference this 
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assignment but only as a void document and one that was criminally fabricated and filed. I.C. § 
2 18-3203. Offering False or Forged Instrument for Record. 
3 Paragraph 12 The factual basis for this argument is~ based on their own admission, 
4 Chase did not own the note and states they were servicers only. Chase, in their answers to the 
5 Nickersons interrogatories and request for production, stated eight times they did not ov.-n, 
6 purchase or sell the Nickersons Note (see a.ff. of J. lvfitchel/, 1 /22113, ex. C). Therefore, Chase 
7 could not assign, transfer or sell interest in a note they did not O'-Vll, By crafting this assignment, 
8 Chase and PHH are lying about how the transfer of the note occurred. Clearly, this assignment is 
9 fraudulent and therefore, null and void. The foundation for the legal argument and opinion is the 
10 centuries old and commonly knnwn legal principle, which has been affirmed by the Idaho 
11 Supreme Court- '·Fraud vitiates everything it touches". For more on this fraud, see the 
12 Nickersons newly Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint. 
13 In addition, just producing a document claiming to assign a note is not sufficient. A Note 
14 is a negotiable instrument and must be negotiated. According to I.C. § 28-3-201 (2) , "' ... if an 
15 instrument is payable to an identified person, negotiation requires transfer of possession of the 
16 insrrument and its indorsement by the holder ... " PHH has provided no evidence to prove a 
17 transfer of possession has taken place because they have not produced the original Note or a 
18 correct and unbroken chain of title. PHH has not and can not produce the original Note. 
19 Paragraph 13 The factual basis for the argument is, based on PHH' s own admission, 
20 Coldwell had no ownership in the note at the time of this assignment. Nemo dat quod non habit 
21 - one cannot grant what one does not have. PHH claims and Fannie Mae affirmed that Faonie 
22 Mae ov..-ned the loan at this time (ajf. of C Nickerson in Support of Motions to Reconsider, ex. 2). 
23 In addition, Chase denies they were assigned the note at this time (see Chase's Answer to Third 
24 Party Complaint,, 6). Therefore, Coldwell could not assign, transfer or sell interest in a note 
25 they did not own. By crafting this assignment, Coldwell is lying about how the transfer of the 
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note occurred. Clearly, this assignment is fraudulent and therefore, null and void. The foundation 
2 for the legal argument and opinion is the centuries old and commonly known legal principle, 
3 which has been affirmed by the Idaho Supreme Court, "'Fraud vitiates everything it touches". For 
4 more on this fraud, see the Nickersons newly Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party 
5 Complaint. 
6 In addition, just producing a document claiming to assign a note is not sufficient. A Note 
7 is a negotiable instrument and must be negotiated. According to I.C. § 28-3-201(2), " ... if an 
8 instrument is :payable to an identified person, negotiation requires transfer of possession of the 
9 instrument and its indorsement by the holder ... " PHH has provided no evidence to prove a 
Io transfer of possession has taken place because they have not produced the original Note or a 
11 correct and unbroken chain of title. 
12 Paragraph 14 presents that Chase's account history has an ending principal balance of 
13 $-1,186.90. A default can only occur ifthere is a balance owed. The factual basis being presente 
14 for this argument is Chase's account history as provided by the Plaintiff in their exhibits. 
15 According to the Chase account history provided, there is no default because there is no principal 
16 balance owed. In order to foreclose on defaul4 the existence of and the exact amount of default 
17 must be proven. Affirmanti non neganti incumhit probatio - The burden of proof is upon him 
18 who affirms, not upon him who denies. It is PHH's obligation, responsibility and burden to prov 
19 default, and a part of and basis for that proof is to prove a debt is owed. PHH' s only proof of 
20 default offered is in the information provide-din Chase's account history. Chase's account histo 
21 reflects only a negative principal balance. Any reasonable person can conclude a negative 
22 principal balance does not prove a debt is owed. 
23 Simply stating what Chase recorded as the principal balance on the account history is not 
24 a conclusory statement. Claiming Charles Nickerson has no foundational basis for this statement 
25 is offensive and absurd. Charles Nickerson was only reading the facts presented by Chase and 
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pointing out the amount Chase's ac<:ount history clearly and irrefutably placed in the princ-ipal 
2 balance. Furthermore, if the court is going to rule the Nickersons have no factual basis for simply 
3 quoting what is on the account history, it is extremely prejudiced and hypocritical to allow PHH 
4 to obtain a ju~oment based upon their interpretations, extrapolations and contradictory 
5 conjectures regarding the same document. 
6 Paragraph 19 introduces into evidence a letter from Fannie Mae which exposes PHH's 
7 fraudulent behavior and is very relevant to PHH's legal standing and fraudulent actions detaile.d 
8 in the Nickersons' motion for summary judgment. Additionally, the following rules of evidence 
9 apply to this letter: I.R.E. 803(24) "Other exceptions. A statement not specifically covered by 
IO any of the foregoing exceptions but having equivalent circumstantial guarantees of 
I l trustworthlness, if the court determines that (A) the statement is offered as evidence of a material 
I 2 fact; CB) the statement is more probative on the point for which it is offered than any other 
13 evidence which the proponent can procure through reasonable efforts; and (C) the general 
14 purposes of these rules and the interests of justice will best be served by admission of the 
15 statement into evidence." I.R.E. 401 "'Relevant Evidence' means evidence having any tendency 
16 to make the existence of any fact that is of consequence to the determination of the action more 
17 probable or less probable than it would be without the evidence." Therefore, this letter is 
18 relevant, admissible and pertinent. Furthermore, this letter confirms PHH's claims that Coldwell 
19 sold the note to Fannie 11ae (evidence of a material fact) and is relevant to PHH's lack of proof 
20 of chain of possession of the note. This letter is neither hearsay nor irrelevant. This letter 
21 confirms (A) evidence of a material fact- Coldwell sold the loan to Fannie Mae, (B) it is more 
22 probative on the point than any other evidence the Nickersons could procure because Fannie Ma 
23 is not a party to this litigation so the only way for the Nickersons to gather the evidence was to 
24 send a request to Fannie Mae to which Fannie Mae sent this letter in response, and (C) justice 
25 
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2 confirms doubts and realities regarding PHH's cJaim to the Nickersons Note. 
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3 Paragraph 20 references documents that are able to be presented under I.R.E. 803(14) 
4 Records of documents affecting an interest in property, and 803(24). These documents expose 
5 PHH's fraudulent behavior of robe-signing, invalidates the assignment based on fraud vitiates 
6 everything, challenges PHH' s standing, and further demonstrates PHH's intent to commit fraud, 
7 which is one of the issues raised on summary judgment. Clearly this paragraph and supporting 
g exhibits are relevant, do not constitute hearsay and must not be struck if justice is to be served. 
9 Paragraph 21 introduces documents into evidence that are permitted under I.R.E. 
10 &03(24). Marie McDonnell is a nationally recognized mortgage fraud forensic expert, and 
1 I therefore, these documents have guarantees of trustworthiness, evidence a material fact, are the 
12 best evidence the Nickerson.s could procure on this point at this time to help render justice in this 
13 action. These documents are relevant because they expose Chase's fraudulent behavior in the 
14 execution of the assignment, which in conjunction with the content, further questions the validity 
15 and legality of the assignment from Chase to PHH and supports the issue of fraud raised in the 
16 Nickersons motion for summary judgment. 
17 Paragraph 22 introduces a document into evidence that is permitted under l.R.E. 40 1 
I& and 803(24). This Notice of New Creditor letter is relevant because it provides foundation and 
19 demonstrates PHH is intentionally committing fraud on the Nickersons and the Court, and 
zo because it shows PI-Ill is lying regarding possession and beneficial interest in the Note. PHH 
21 claimed in their answers to interrogatories number I, ;'Fannie Mae assigned the note back to 
22 PHH" and number 10, "The assignment of the note was directed by Fannie Mae" (see a.ff of J 
23 A,fitchell, J/22ll 3, ex. D). Further, this evidence contradicts Coldwell's claim to have assigned 
24 the note to Chase in November 2007 and confirms the evidence that Fannie Mae terminated its 
25 interest in the note on December 3, 2009. Clearly, according to the rules of evidence, this letter is 
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both relevant, admissible, should not and must not be struck, and is vital to the Nickersons case 
because these irrefutable facts contradict PHH's claims of how the note was transferred and 
should prove beyond a shadow of doubt that PHH' s claims cannot be trusted. 
Paragraph 23 points out a critical fact that PHH never sent a notice to the Nickersons 
claiming ownership of the Note. PHH ,,.,as required by law, 15 U.S.C. § 164l(g), to send the 
Nickersons a >iotice of New Creditor to inform the Nickersons PHH owned the Note. PHH did 
not send this notice. This is a true statement and critically relevant to the issue of whether or not 
PHH has standing in this case. Based on the fact that no New Creditor letter was sent, and in 
conjunction with the other evidence presented, PHH has not proven it ov.'IlS the >iote. This is a 
fact based on evidence. This questions their legal standing which is a core issue to the 
Nickersons' Motion for Summary Judgment and this case as a whole. Furthermore, it confirms 
the newly discovered evidence presented by the Nickersons that demonstrates Chase claims to 
still hold the Nickersons Note (see a.ff ofC. }{ickerson in Support of Motions to Reconsider, ex. 
]) 
The above paragraphs and exhibits cannot and should not be stricken as their relevancy to 
and support of the issues on summary judgment - PHH' s legal standing, fraud and default - is 
clearly demonstrated and thoroughly supported in Charles Nickerson's memorandum in support 
of summary judgment. Therefore, as matter of law, in light of the above, and in the interests of 
fairness and justice, this order to strike should be reversed in regards to every paragraph that was 
denied. 
In addition, since the court has pointed out the Nickersons allegations of fraud have not 
been pled, which for the record violates the Nickersons previous belief and understanding of 
these proceedings, but had proof in front of them that fraud was present, in the interests of justice 
and fair play, the court could have and should have instructed the Nickersons to amend their 
pleadings instead of going forward with summary judgment in favor of the Plaintiff. The 
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Nickersons were never granted an audience with the Judge in order to request Leave to Amend. 
They acted upon their understanding they had to wait until the Court ruled before moving 
forward with amended pleadings and other issues. PHH's argument against the Nickersons' 
factual allegations of fraud was based on the timing and form of the allegations. This is legal 
trickery when all parties knew and know there is fraud involved. PHH repeatedly asserts '"the 
Nickersons must state wjth particularity all circumstances of the fraud. I.R.C.P. 9(b). Fraud must 
be pled as an affirmative defense in an answer, I.R.C.P. 8(c). Failure to properly preserve fraud 
as an affirmative defense in an answer is fatal to a party's ability to rely on that defense at 
summary judgment. McKee Bros., Ltd v .. Mesa Equipment, Inc., 102 Idaho 202,628 P.2d 1036 
(1981)." The Nickersons request the Court to read this case and Justice Bistline's specialJy 
concurring and in light of what is contained within it and I.R.C.P. 60(b) determine that PHH is 
committing fraud against the Court and the Nickersons by stating "Failure to properly preserve 
fraud as an affirmative defense in an answer is fatal to a party's ability to rely on that defense at 
summary judgment." Below are a few excerpts from McKee Bros., Ltd v. }Jesa Equipment, Inc.: 
In response to plaintiff's motion for summary judgment, the defendant filed an affidavit alleging fraud on the part of the plamtiff. The court below concluded. that the defendant . might be able to establish the necessary elements of fraud and therefore ordered that "if Defendant files an amended answer properly setting up such defense within ten days, and leave is hereby granted therefor, then the motion for summary judgment must accordingly be denied." 
Bistline, Justice, specially concurring. 
While l agree in affirming, I believe it of sufficient importance to state my view that the submission of an affidavit in response to a motion for swnmary judgment may, and 
ordinarily does, suffice to introduce an issue v.,ithout a formal amendment to the complaint, answer, or cross-complaint - as the case may be. 
The court in Griffeth v. Utah Power & Light Co., 226 F.2d 661 (9th Cir.1955), aptly stated that 11 [ u ]nder pre-trial or summary judgment procedure, the affidavits serve the same purpose as the allegations of the pleading. Here the affidavit ... was an extension of the answer." Id. at 670. 
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The court in Parsons v. Doctors for Emergency Services, 81 F.R.D. 660 (D.Del. 1979), 
similarly noted that issues oflaw raised in pretrial orders constitute exceptions to the 
general rule that affirmative defenses not pleaded are waived. "Since the pretrial order 
preserved the defendant's factual and legal contention of contributory negligence, the 
issue was not waived by the defendant's failure to conform to Rule 8(c)." Id. at 662. 
Further, after the judgment was entered, relief should have been sought under I.R.C.P 
60(b); it should not have been sought in the first instance in this Court.[l] \vbile all fue 
parties knew that fraud was an issue, the court was \vi thin its rights in asking for an 
amended pleading to specifically set forth the allegations of fraud. Nor can the court be 
faulted for subsequently entering judgment for plaintiff when defendant failed to 
comply." 
Vvnat was fatal to the defendant in the above case was that they did not comply with fue 
court's order to amend their pleading, not that they didn't plead fraud in their answer. The 
Nickersons contend this court should have instructed the Nickersons to fiJe an amended pleading 
not strike their affidavit and proceed withjudgmem. Therefore, the Nickersons request the Court 
to reconsider and reverse its order granting Plaintiffs motion to strike. 
---- l DA TED this ~ day of-----./14,'""'"'""'ce.,._.,r'--------' 2014 
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Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER CHASE'S 
AND PHH'S SUMMARY JUDGMENTS 
17 COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna J\ickerson hereby request the Court to 
18 reconsider its Order Granting Chase's Summary Judgment and its Order Granting PHH's 
19 Summary Judgment in Part. 
20 On November 16, 2012, this court entered its Orders for Summary Judgment in favor of 
21 Chase and PHH dismissing the Nickersons claims. The Court ruled the basis for this dismissal 
22 was due to the lack of evidence presented by the ~ickersons. The reason there was a lack of 
23 evidence presented to the court was not due to the fact there was no evidence, but was due to 1) 
24 the fact the Nickersons counsel did not present the abundance of evidence at his disposal, 2) all 
25 discovery attempts were thwarted by the Plaintiff, opposing counsel and the other principals, and 
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3) Chase and PHH had been hiding, concealing and prohibiting the Nickersons access to their 
2 account records, and those who had worked on them. The Kickersons were not aware of this 
3 summary judgment process when it took place in November 2012. In fact, at that time, the 
4 Nickersons had not even received PHH's responses to their discovery which according to the 
5 Court's order were due by August 31, 2012, but were not provided until October 18, 2012. This 
6 was 48 days past the deadline for discovery and 5 months after they were served with them. It 
7 was also: 1) after the Nickersons had been promised by all counsels the discovery would be 
8 completed on multiple occasions by specific dates and it was their understanding the opposing 
9 counsel had stipulated vvith the court to provide them prior to depositions taking place, and 2) 
1 o that the Judge was aware of the necessity of the records being provided due to the abusive debt 
11 collection practices the Nickersons had endured which included, at a minimum, not being sent or 
12 provided statements, receipts, records and other written and verbal requests for payment, 
J} accurate escrow and ac.count documentation, along wi1h communication records, required to be 
14 kept, maintained and provided to the Nickersons under multiple federal guidelines and 
15 regulations-RESPA Regulation X - §1024.35, §1024.36, §1024.38. According to the record, 
16 PHH filed their discovery responses after they had initiated summary judgment proceedings. The 
17 Nickersons' counsel DID NOT inform them of the summary judgment claims or that the 
I 8 discovery they were awaiting from PHH bad been filed. Even the extremely limited evidence 
19 presented by PHH and Chase in the incomplete discovery responses was more than enough to 
20 have prevented summary judgment. This evidence should have been presented to the Court by 
21 the Nickersons' counsel. Further, the responses should have been challe-nged for inconsistent 
22 testimony, perjury, and for intentional fraud as available evidence refuted claims of both parties. 
23 The Nickersons did not have any knowledge their counterclaims and third party complaint were 
24 dismissed until late January 2013. At that time, because the Nickersons insisted they review the 
25 records and prepare for trial, their counsel provided an incomplete copy of the record to them. 
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After reviewing what was provided, the Nickersons found out about the summary judgments. 
Their counsel informed and assured them it was just the legal process, there was absolutely 
nothing to be concerned about, and that everything was still good. He reaffirmed PHH and Chase 
had no case, no standing, he would get their claims reinstated, and there was still no question this 
was an open and shut case, that it would be dismissed, mediated or the Nickersons would prevail 
in front of the jury if the case somehow went to trial. The Nickersons were also told by their 
counsel that he was in frequent communication with Tom Clark and the other senior attorneys at 
Clark & Feeney who were supposedly providing supervision, oversight and counsel about their 
case and that everyone was in agreement with the legal strategy being followed and comfortable 
with the status of the case. The Nickersons reminded their counsel of evidence that had been 
provided in the past and offered input to help reinstate their counterclaims and third party 
complaint. They \1v·ere told by their counsel he was proceeding with a motion to dismiss. It was 
the Nickersons' understanding that a motion to dismiss was presented to the Court and was 
denied, and that their counsel had filed an appeal to that decision (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson 
in Support of1'..1otions to Reconsider, Exhibi1s 9 and 10). Apparently, instead of filing a motion 
to dismiss and subsequently an appeal or any of this being presented to the Court, the )Jickersons 
have since found out that their counsel filed a motion to withdraw and he did not receive the 
oversight or support as promised. However, at that time, their counsel continued to communicate 
to them and other third parties he was preparing a Federal lawsuit, had launched a criminal 
investigation of their case with the FBI and Idaho Attorney General, had filed a complaint with 
1he Federal Trade Commission and was pursuing other civil and criminal remedies. When 
questioned about the status of the appeal he said to be patient, appeals take time. The Nickersons 
tried, though they did not understand. Throughout this process, it was the clear understanding of 
the Nickersons that their counsel had and was clearly communicating and discussing the fraud 
and other issues regarding this case with the proper authorities, the Judge, the opposing counsel 
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and his law firm, while actively pursuing and proactively seeking a speedy remedy. Then, in 
2 August 2013, within hours after a personal meeting ,vi.th their counsel, the Nickersons were 
p.4 
3 shocked when his law firm notified and informed them of his withdrawal months earlier. A1 that 
4 time, the Nickersons filed an appearance pro se and understood they were supposed to have a 
5 status hearing to inform the Court of what had and was happening. However, PHH filed a second 
6 motion for summary judgment whkh forced the Nickersons to accelerate their defense strategy, 
7 denied the Nickersons the opportunity to show good cause for challenging previous actions in 
& these proceedings, and prevented the Nickersons from seeking direction, guidance and 
9 permission to submit new evidence and filings. Overall, there have been overwhelming acts of 
10 fraud and other assaults perpetrated against the Nickersons in regards to this property. The 
11 Nickersons humbly and desperately beseech, entreat and implore the court to listen, hear and see 
12 the truths and the fraud in this case; to use its power to serve justice in protecting the Nickersons 
13 and their legal rights of home ownership, lav..ful contract negotiations, and fair debt collection; to 
14 reinstate their counterclaims; and to punish the actions of PHH, Chase and Just Law to a severe 
I 5 enough degree it will deter them from perpetrating such actions on innocent homeowners in the 
16 future, and so that the world at large may take notice. 
17 UNDISPUTED FACTS CORRECTION 
1& Based on the Court's memorandums dated November 16, 2012, it appears the Court is of the 
19 belief that Chase was the initial servicer of the K ote in 2002 and then transferred servicing to 
20 .PHH in 2010. This belief is incorrect as is the Courts decision based on it. It is an undisputed 
2 I fact, clearly demonstrated in the record, and understood by the Nickersons: that Coldwell 
22 Banker serviced the Note from loan origination in 2002 until November 2007 at which time they 
23 allegedly transferred servicing rights to Chase. See Affidavit of John C. .Mitchell dated January 
24 22, 2013, Exhibit D letter from Coldwell Banker dated October 19, 2007. 
25 
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CHASE AND PHH HA VE BREACHED THE CONVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND 
2 FAIR DEALING AND HA VE BREACHED THE NOTE (CONTRACT) 
3 ARGUMENT 
4 In Idaho, the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing is implied by law in every 
s contract and requires that the parties perform, in good faith, the obligations imposed by their 
6 agreement. Idaho Power Co. v Cogeneration, Inc. 134 Idaho 738, 750, 9 P.3d 1204, 1216 (2000). 
7 This duty obligates the parties to cooperate with each other so that each may obtain the full 
8 benefit of performance. First Nat'/ Bank v. Bliss Valley Foods, 121 Idaho 266,288,824 P2.d 
9 841,863 (1992) (''Bliss Valley"), quoting Badgett v. Sec. State Bank, 116 Wash. 2d 563,569, 
10 807 P.2d 356,360 (1991). The violation of such covenant occurs "when either party violates, 
11 nullifies or significantly impairs any benefit of the contract." Idaho Power, id. 
12 CHASE 
13 The cowt set fonh in its Memorandum Opinion RE: Chase's Motion for Summary Judgment 
14 four factors that must be addressed for the Nickersons to claim a Breach of Covenant of Good 
15 Faith and Fair Dealing and Breach of :-Jote (Contract). Each will be addressed below: 
16 1. A CO~TRACTUAL DUTY 









• "The term ''servicer'' means the person responsible for servicing of a loan 
(including the person who makes or holds a loan if such person also services the 
loan)." 
• "The term "servicing" means receiving any scheduled periodic payments from a 
borrower pursuant to the terms of any loan, including amounts for escrow 
accounts described in section 2609 of this title, and making the payments of 
principal and interest and such other payments with respect to the amounts 
received from the borrower as may be required pursuant to the terms of the loan." 
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Coldwell allegedly assigned, sold, or transferred the servicing of the Nickerson's mortgage, 
2 that is, the right to collect payments, to Chase. Thus, by assignment or purchase, Chase assumed 
3 the contractual duty of collecting payments pursuant to the terms of the alleged Joan ( contract). 
4 As servicer of the alleged mortgage, Chase has a contractual duty, and by accepting payments, 
5 Chase commits to accurately applying those payments to Escrow, Interest, Principal and other 
6 fees if applicable and appropriately disbursing the funds for insurance and taxes, and to 
7 communicate to the Nickersons the correct status of their account. Furthermore, Chase notified 
8 the Nickersons on December 22, 2009, that they had purchased the loan and were now their new 
9 creditor as of December 3, 2009, (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of Motions to 
















2. FAILURE OF CHASE TO PERFORM THIS CONTRACTUAL DUTY 
Chase failed to perform their contractual duty in the following ways: 
a. Chase failed to accurately account for all payments made. For example, there is a 
payment of $4,549.04 reflected on an escrow statement (Affidavii of Charles 
Nickerson in Support of Motions to Reconsider, Exhibit 6 incorporated here by 
reference "Exhibit 6") that is not reflected on the Detailed Transaction History 
(Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins, Exhibit F incorporated here by reference 
"Exlribit F") 
b. The principal balance on Exhibit F goes from $261,562.14 on Tran Date 
6/16i2009 to $391.52 on Tran Date 7/21/2009 with no payment reflected which 
questions the accuracy of Chase's accounting. 
c. The escrow balance of $3,391.90 all of a sudden just appears on Exhibit Fon 
Tran Date 7/21/2009 which questions the validity and accuracy ofExhibitF. 
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d. Chase mishandles escrow funds and accounting. The escrow balance appearing o 
Exhibit Fon Tran Date of?/21/2009 of $3,391.90 does not match the Escrow 
balance $935.27 reported on Exhibit 6 for that time period nor do the escrow 
balances line up from that time thru 1/21/2010. Additionally, a closer look at 
Exhibit 6 reveals a discrepancy in the Escrow Balance on that document alone. 
The Loan Summary at the top of the page reflects an ending Escrow Balance of 
negative $3:613.77 - while the Actual Activity column has an ending Escrow 
Balance of positive $1,503.90. This is a difference of over $5,000.00. Where did 
all of th.at money go? 
e. On 11/21/2009 Chase disburses a $2,870.00 payment from escrow for forced 
placed homeowners insurance when proof of insurance was already provided. 
(Affidavit of John C. Mitchell, Dated January 22, 2013, Exhibit C Nick0002 and 
Nick0007) 
f. Chase did not reimburse the Nickersons for the forced placed homeowners 
insurance when the insurance was cancelled on 2/11/2010, effective 2/05/2010 
and cancelled again on 2/24/2010 with an effective date of 9/16/2009 (Affidavit o 
John C. Mitchell. Dated January 22, 2013, Exhibit C Nick0018 and Nick0019). 
Where did the $2,870.00 go? It was not returned to the Nickersons. 
g. In their verified Amended Answer ,i, 9, 12 and 13, the Nickersons state the 
following: 9. "Nickersons would receive notices of failure to provide insurance 
followed by notices that Chase had made a mistake, etc. Nickersons had contact 
"vi.th Chase employees who stated from the computer records regarding 
Nickersons' account that it showed they were being billed twice a month instead 
of monthly." 12. "Nickersons made numerous requests for information about their 
account, including but not limited to statements but never received anything." 13. 
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"During this time the Chase employees that Nickersons had contact with were 
rude, offensive, and threatening." 
Chase did not act in good faith when questioned about the account, but instead; 
1. Chase refused to provide statements and research discrepancies -
Numerous conversations took place with Chase employees asking them to 
provide statements to the Nickersons so they could confirm the payments 
they were making were being credited correctly. The Nickersons would 
call jn a payment and receive a confirmation number. Then they would 
call back to make sure the payment was accepted and get a Chase 
employee who would state they did not see the payment made so the 
Nickersons would provide the confirmation number for the payment that 
was just made. The Chase employee would state «that is not a Chase 
confirmation number" and act rudely when questioned. The Nickersons 
would then bang up the line and call back. Sometimes this process would 
go on three or more times before they finally spoke with a Chase 
employee who could confirm the payment bad been made. This was 
extremely time consuming and frustrating for the Nickersons and only had 
to be done because Chase would not send statements to the Nickersons. 
The Nickersons soon realized Chase was creating problems with 
their account. At times, the Chase employees would tell the Nickersons it 
appeared their account was being billed twice monthly, they c.ould not 
confinn the payments were being crewted correctly, and there was 
"strange account activity on their screen". After being confronted by the 
Nickersons about the blatant accounting errors, the Chase employees 
would tell the Nickersons they were sending requests to "research" to 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH's Summary Judgments 



























review and correct the problems on the account. Chase never sent the 
Nickersons anything in response to these research requests. 
p.9 
During these countless, frustrating and time consuming 
conversations the Nickersons always asked the Chase employees to tape 
the conversations so there would be an irrefutable record of the calls and 
their content. According to the representations made by the Chase 
employees, every conversation "'1ith the Nickersons was taped. At times 
when the Nickersons would make a request to record the conversation, the 
Chase employees would say hold on and then indicate the recording had 
been started. 
The Nickersons requested the account notes, communication 
records and the recordings or transcripts of these recordings to be provided 
as a part of the discovery process, but Chase refused. RESPA and other 
federal regulations require Chase to keep these records and therefore, there 
should have been no problem for Chase to provide them. 
At times, Chase employees acted rude, offensive and threatening -after 
Chase messed up the account records, the Nickersons were forced to 
convince the Chase employees of the errors on the account and at times 
the Chase employees acted very rude. offensive, and threatening, 
harassingly called multiple times a day at unlawful times, 7 days a week, 
and holidays. During more than one of these conversations, the Chase 
employees told the Nickersons to just sign over the deed or Chase would 
throw them, their children and their belongings out on the street, change 
all the locks. etc. 
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h. [n the verified Amended Answer 120 the Nickersons state "In January of2010, 
Nickersons were told by Kim that their account was in good standing." 
Kim was one of the Chase employees who was working with the Nickersons to 
resolve the issues with the account and represented to the Nickersons that their 
account was in good standing. There was no default. Chase did not act in good 
faith upon transferring the account to PHH. Chase should have and was legally 
obligated to notify PHH of the true status oftlle account and the absence of 
default. 
3. DAMAGES 
a. Extreme emotional distress on the Nickerson family - How do you put a $ value 
onit? 
b. Monetary damages are ever increasing and include but are not limited to the 
following: 
1. loss of income due to loss of business and employment opportunities, 
ii. loss of ability to refinance properties, 
111. loss of ability to sell property, satisfy the loan and realize equity, 
iv. loss of ability to maintain and enhance equity in properties, 
v. unnecessary costs incurred in running business, 
v1. inability to pursue education and personal advancement opportunities, 
vii. non-refunded insurance moneys, 
vm. annihilation of perfect credit, 
ix. principal balance refund, 
x. loss of life and established way of life and more. 
4. THE DAMAGES 'WERE PROXIMATELY CAUSED BY THE BREACH OF 
DUTY 
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The Nickersons were severely and substantially damaged by Chase's Breach of 
2 Contract and Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing, because if Chase had 
3 accurately and properly accounted for all of the money the Nickersons paid to them, then 
4 there would never have been a claim filed against the Nickersons and none of the 
5 damages would have occurred. PHH is equally guilty on the damages side because they 
6 had the opportunity, contractual obligation and responsibility to thoroughly investigate 
7 the Nickersons allegations, concerns and written and verbal disputes prior to commencin 
8 this action. 
9 CHASE HAS BREACHED THE COVE1'"ANT OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING 
10 AND THE CONTRACT 
11 The most basic contractual duty of collecting loan payments from a borrower is properly 
12 accounting for every penny you receive from them. As detailed above, Chase had severe 
13 accounting issues. Even their own employees admitted to problems \\-i.th the accounting, stating 
14 it appeared the Nickersons were being billed twice a month, and claiming to see "strange account 
15 activity on their screen." Chase's Escrow statements do not line up showing unaccounted for 
16 discrepancies of over $5,000.00. Their Detailed Transaction History shows questionable activity 
17 - Principal Balance going from $261,562.14 to $3 91. 52 with no payments reflected, and they 
l& kept $2,870.00 of refunded insurance moneys. When the Nickersons attempted to get statements 
19 on their account or questioned the errors, Chase refused to provide them and acted rude, 
20 offensive and threatening. Therefore, Chase has breached the Covenant of Good Faith and Fair 
21 Dealing by not being responsive to the Nickersons when questioned about its illegitimate 
22 accounting, and Chase has Breached the Contract by not maintaining an accurate accounting 
23 which has resulted in this action and severe damages (See Affidavit of Charles Nickersons in 
24 Support of.~otions to Reconsider, Exhibits 8 and 9). Thus, the Nickerson's Claim for Breach of 
25 Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing and Breach of Note (Contract) must be reinstated. For 
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an expanded factual account and additional information regarding the Nickersons claims against 
Chase, see their newly amended answer, counterclaim and third party complaint. 
PHH 
The court set forth in its Memorandum Opinion RE: PHH's Motion for Summary Judgment 
four factors that must be addressed for the Nickersons to claim a Breach of Covenant of Good 
Faith and Fair Dealing. Each v.ril1 be addressed below: 
1. A CO~TRACTUAL DUTY 
PHH has no claim, rights, or cause to or against the Nicke.rsons property and their 
case should and must be dismissed. However, for the sake of argument, if there vvas any 
alleged contract between the Nickersons and PHH, then PHH had a contractual duty to 
prove a default existed and the exact default amount (prove accurate accounting) or, to 
accept payments from the Nickersons. However, PHH refused to let the Nickersons make 
payments and refused to provide proof of default or even a consistent default amount 
2. FAILURE OF PHH TO PERFORM THIS CONTRACTUAL DUTY 
PHH failed to perform their contractual duty in the folloVving ways: 
a. PHH alleged default but did not work with or for the Nickersons in good faith to 
resolve the disputed alleged default amount (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson is 
Support of Motions for Summary Judgment). PHH never provided any proof of 
the alleged default amount. In fact, PHH claimed they did not have the account 
records. How can you claim a default if you don't have the account records or any 
knowledge of payments made or not made? As a matter of law, you cannot. Even 
after the Nickersons provided irrefutable proof disputing the default, PHH did not 
attempt to work with the Nickersons, but instead pushed forward with this 
fraudulent action. In fact, Bradon Howell of Just Law told the Nickersons they 
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were going to foreclose, no matter what. Clearly, this was a breach of the good 
faith efforts the Nickersons had put forth. 
PHH has alleged different default amounts for this time period: 
1. Located in Exhibit D (Affidavit of John Mitchell, 1122/13, Exhibit D) is a 
copy of PHH's Notice oflntention to Foreclose dated February 12, 2010. 
This notice claims the Nickersons were 14 months past due ,,vi.th a total 
default amount of $32,605.66 with $0.00 in late fees 
ii. In an affidavit in support of PHH's second attempt for summary judgment 
PHH now claims 9 months past due which would be $20,960.91. 
This is a difference of $11,644.75. This difference constitutes significant and 
substantial accounting errors which should not be glossed over and cannot be 
ignored. This substantial difference makes a huge difference on whether or not 
one could pay it if there had been a legitimate default, and any reasonable person 
could conclude the errors were intentional to ensure the Nickersons could not cu 
it. Further, this default amount voids all previous notices as well as PHH's 
complaint, and requires PHH by contract to provide new notices and by law to 
withdraw their complaint. Even further, at that time, the Nickersons disputed the 
default, challenged the accuracy of the records, and proved pa,ments had been 
made and transactions bad occurre-d, but PHH refused to provide proof of the 
default or even research the Nickerson's disputes which created an impossibility 
for the Nickersons to cure it. In fact, PHH claimed it did not have any of Chase's 
account records. If you do not have the account records, how can you claim a 
default'? As a matter oflaw, you cannot. 
Providing an accurate accounting is essential to claiming the default remedy 
provided for in the alleged contract, and thus, refusing to and being unable to 
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provide an accurate accounting because of the lack of integrity and accuracy of 
the account record is a breach of good faith and breach of contract. 
c. PHH has provided conflicting Customer Account Activity Statements. Exhibit D 
has a Customer Account Activity Statement dated September 1, 2010, with the 
heading Activity for Period 01/01/2010-09/0l/?010. The activity during this time 
period does not match with the activity for the same time period on the Customer 
Account Activity Statement provided by PHH attached to the Second Affidavit of 
Ronald E. Casperite in Support of PHH's Second Motion for Summary Judgment, 
Exhibit C. Compare the Escrow Amount Columns and the Escrow Balance 
Columns between the two statements. They do not agree. PHH has failed to 
provide accurate accounting which is an essential element to the contractual duty, 
and furthermore, provides evidence of tampering with the account data, or at the 
very least, correcting and concealing accounting errors. 
d. PHH pushed forward ""ith foreclosure when they knew the alleged default was in 
dispute and proof of payments and other transactions refuting the default had been 
provided. As detailed above, PHH intentionally ignored and blocked the 
Nickersons' efforts to resolve the alleged default, thereby, impairing the ability of 
the Nickersons to receive full benefit of performance of the contract, and 
proceeded ¥.ii.th their fraudulent attempts to foreclose. 
e. PHH initiated and pursued a non-judicial foreclosure when they knew, and have 
since agreed, that it was not lav.nil to do so. How does performing an illegal act 
constitute acting in good faith and fair dealing? Obviously, it does not, but rather 
constitutes, among other breaches, a breach of the covenant of good faith and fair 
dealing. 
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f PHH did not allow and refused to allow the )Jickersons to make payments, 
thereby preventing them from performance, creating impossibility, forcing a 
default caused by the actions and inactions of PHH and making it more difficult t 
cure any alleged default. PHH' s intentional efforts to force the Nickersons to be 
unable to cure any alleged default, by these and other immoral, unethical and 
unlawful actions, is not acting in good faith. 
3. DAMAGES 
a. Extreme emotional distress on the Nickerson family - How do you put a $ value 
onit? 
b. Monetary damages including: 
1. loss of income due to loss of business and employment opportunities, 
11. loss of ability to refinance, 
m. loss of ability to sell property and realize equity, 
iv. loss of ability to maintain and enhance equity in properties, 
v. unnecessary costs incurred in running business, 
vi. inability to pursue education and personal advancement opportunities, 
vu. loss of time, life and established way of life, 
Vlll. and much, much more to be proven at trial. 
4. THE DAMAGES WERE PROXIMATELY CAUSED BY THE BREACH OF 
DUTY 
The Nickersons were severely and substantially damaged by PHH's Breach of Contract 
and Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing, because if PHH had made a good 
faith effort to research the Nickersons concerns: they would have realized there was no 
default and would not have started or had any basis for this action. 
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PHH HAS BREACHED THE COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALIXG 
2 AND THE CONTRACT 
3 PHH had the opportunity and responsibility to thoroughly investigate the Nickersons dispute 
4 of the alleged default- 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e). However, they not only refused to do so, they 
5 claimed they did not have the account records. This is absurd. How can you claim default when 
6 you don't have the account records? Either they really did not have the records, and therefore, 
7 had no right or authority to claim default, or they were maliciously and intentionally hiding the 
8 evidence contained within the account records that there was no default. PHH refused to provide 
9 any proof of default, refused payments and pushed forward with this fraudulent claim. The only 
Io reason we are in court is because PHH intentionally did not accept payments and tried to destroy 
11 the Nickersons, seize their equity and rob them of their established way of life. It has taken the 
12 Court's order to force PHH to even attemp1 to prove a default existed. PHH has discovered 
13 numerous accounting errors and have reduced the alleged default by $11,644.75 and if they 
14 continue their investigations they will soon realize there is no default just as the Nickersons 
15 claimed all along. Clearly and irrefutably, PHH has breached the covenant of good faith and the 
16 contract thereby causing severe damage to the :Nickersons (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in 
17 Support oflvfotions to Reconsider, Exhibits 8 and 9). Therefore, the Nickersons claims against 
18 PHH for Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing and the Note (Contract) must be 
l 9 reinstated. 
20 PHH BREACHED THE FAIR DEBT COLLECTIONS PRACTICES ACT 
21 Unlike Chase, PHH does not contend that they are not under this act. However1 the Court 
22 in its Memorandum Opinion RE: PHH's Motion for Summary Judgment stated: "The plaintiff's 
23 claim is for foreclosure of a mortgage, not a debt collection, and is not subject to the Federal Fair 
24 Debt ColJections Practices Act. Since PHH owns the note they are not a «debt collector" under 
25 the act." At the time PHH "iolated the act, February of 2010, PHH was allegedly a servicer 
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which allegedly obtained a debt that they believed was in default and therefore, were "debt 
2 collectors" under the act. Additionally, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit stated, 
3 "we hold that mortgage foreclosure is debt collection under the act." Glazer v. Chase Home Fin., 
4 et al. 704 F. 3d 453 (6th Cir. 2013). Funhermore, PHH did not and does not own the Nickersons 
5 Note. See Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support of Motions to Reconsider, Exhibits I and 3. 
6 PHH is attempting to collect someone else's debt, pocket all the proceeds, steal the collateral and 
7 leave the Nickersons liable to the true owner for the full debt. That is not fair debt collection nor 
8 is it ethical, moral or legal. 
9 PHH has violated 15 U.S.C. § 1692g(a) -Notice of debt; contents. PHH alleges the 
10 Nickersons are in default and therefore, they were required by 15 U.S.C. § 1692g(a) that within 5 
11 days of the initial communication \\rith the Nickersons they must provide a notice of the debt 
12 which includes the amount of debt, the name of the creditor and the provisions for disputing 1he 
13 debt. PHH did not provide the Nickersons with a notice of debt pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 
14 1692g(a). 
15 According to 15 U.S.C. § 1692(k)(a) the Nickersons are entitled to actual damages and 
16 statutory damages up to $1,000 just for no1 being provided with this notice of debt. 
17 Wherefore, as evidenced herein above, the Nickersons respectfully request the Court to 
18 reinstate their counterclaims of Breach of Contract, Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair 
19 Dealing, and Breach of Federal Fair Debt Collections Practices Act against PHH and reinstate 
20 their Third Party Complaint against Chase for Breach of Contract and Breach of Covenant of 
21 Good Faith and Fair Dealing. Additional infonnation, new arguments and new claims on all 
22 counts are included in the Nickersons newly amended answer and counterclaim. 
24 
25 
DA TED th.is / rf-day of ~,._#-"-t-"'~i+'=----' 2014 
CHARLES NICKERSON 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHffs Summary Judgments 





The undersigned hereby certifies that on the li1. day of flt ec y , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing docurrtent by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
} 
4 Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
5 381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
6 Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
7 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
8 Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
9 Grangeville, ID 83530 
10 Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
11 PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID &3405 













(,) C.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(~) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(~)U.S. :Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH's Summary Judgments 






CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
p.1 
I: It r.: t' ... b,..,._1 
OE:UTi' 
























CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
Defendant/Counter-Plaintiff/ 
Third Party Plaintiff, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE; 
MORTGAGE SERVICE CENTER; 
JPMORGA>J' CHASE BAN~ l\.A.; 
CHASE HOME FINANCE, LLC; 
JUST LAW, INC.; 
JUST LAW OFFICE; 
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. ISB 1779, in his 
individual and official capacity; 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. ISB 3817, in his 
individual and official capacity; 
JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. ISB 5372, in his 
individual and official capacity; 
BRADON HOWELL, Office Manager and 
foreclosure, in his individual and official 
capacity; 
TAMMIE HARRIS, Trust Officer, in her 
individual and official capacity; 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK, & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED; 
JON A. STENQUIST, ISB 6724, in his 
individual and official capacity; 
and JOHN DOES I thru X; 
Third P -Defendants. 
Case No.: CV 2011-28 
CHARLES NICKERSON'S AND DONNA 
ICKERSON'S AMENDED ANSWE~ 
COl:NTERCLAIM, THIRD PARTY 
COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY 
RIAL 




Table of Contents 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 
2 ANSWER ..................................................................................................................................................................... 6 























1. The Reality of the situation bars the Plaintiff's complaint. (Fraud on the Court} ................................ & 
2. Plaintiff's complaint fails to state a cause of action upon which relief may be granted ...................... 15 
3. PHH does not have standing to bring this complaint. ............................................................................ 1 
4. Failure to join an indispensable party ..................................................................................................... 24 
S. Invalid Legal Description .......................................................................................................................... 25 
6. NoNoticeofBreach ................................................................................................................................... 27 
7. No Breach by Defendant ........................................................................................................................... 28 
8. Inaccurate Accounting .............................................................................................................................. 29 
9. Failure to Mitigate Damages .................................................................................................................... 33 
10. Negligence or [ncompetence ...................................................................................................................... 34 
11. Conditions Precedent ................................................................................................................................. 35 
12. Prevention of Performance ........................................................................................................................ 36 
13. \\'aiver ......................................................................................................................................................... 37 
14. Foreclosure Fraud ...................................................................................................................................... 39 
15. Robo-Signing ............................................................................................................................................... 45 
16. Inequitable Agreement ............................................................................................................................... 48 
17. Unconscionability ....................................................................................................................................... 54 
18. Estoppel ....................................................................................................................................................... 58 
19. General DutyofCare ................................................................................................................................. 61 
20. Lack of PrivitJ· ............................................................................................................................. ; .............. 62 
21. Illegality bars the Plaintiff's complaint .................................................................................................... 63 
22. Contradictory Statements ......................................................................................................................... . 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
Page 2 of 300 
1393
p.3 
Table of Contents 
23. Dual claims to ownership bars the Plaintifrs complaint ........................................................................ 85 
2 24. Unclean Hands ............................................................................................................................................ 87 
3 25. Void Contract ········••••ao•••····· ..................................... u,,, .................................................................... H,,o,,, •• 87 
4 26. Truth ............................................................................................................................................................ 89 
5 ADDITIONAL AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES .................................................................................................... 9-0 
6 COUNTERCLAIM and THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT ..................................................................................... 91 
7 INTRODUCTION ................................................................................................................................................. 91 
8 PARTl.ES ................................................................................................................................................................ 92 
9 TOLLING OF STATUTES OF LIMlTATION BY FRAUDULENT CONCEALMENT .............................. 94 
10 FACTS .................................................................................................................................................................... 95 















1. BREACH OF CONTRACT .................................................................................................................... 117 
Count 1 - Breach of Contract by Chase ................................................................................................ 117 
Count 2- Breach of Contract by PHH .................................................................................................. 122 
2. BREACH OF COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING ........................................... 131 
Count 1 - Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing -Chase ........................................... 132 
Count 2 - Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing -PHH ............................................. 147 
3. FRAUD ..................................................................................................................................................... 148 
Count 1 - Mortgage Fraud, fraud in the factum -Coldwell ............................................................... 14 
Count 2 - Fraud-PHH and an Third Party Defendants .................................................................... 153 
Count 3 - Fraud by Robo-Signing- PHH, Coldwell, Chase and Just Law ........................................ 16 
Count 4 -Notary Fraud - PHH, Coldwell, Chase and Just Law ........................................................ 163 
4. INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS ......................................................... 16 
Count l - Illegal foreclosure attempt by PHH and Just Law .............................................................. 16 
Count 2 -Harassment, abuse and threats by Chase ............................................................................ 17 




























Table of Contents 
Count 3 - Fraud on the Court-Chase and '1:offatt Thomas .............................................................. 173 
5. WROl'\GFUL FORECLOSURE ............................................................................................................ 176 
Count 1 - Wrongful non-judicial foreclosure - PHH and Just Law ................................................... 176 
Count 2 - Wrongful foreclosure - PHH and Jost Law ........................................................................ 18 
6. LIBEL ....................................................................................................................................................... 188 
7. UNJUST E:'.'IIRICHMENT ....................................................................................................................... 190 
Count 1- Unjust Enrichment- Chase ................................................................................................... 190 
Count 2 - Unjust Enrichment - PHH, Coldwell and Just Law ........................................................... 191 
8. VJOLATIO~OFRESPA ....................................................................................................................... 19 
9. VIOLA TIO~ OF TRUTH Jl\' LENDING ACT .................................................................................... 194 
10. VIOLATIONS OF FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT ................................................ 195 
Count I - Violation of 15 U .S.C. § 1692g(a) - PHH ............................................................................. l 9 
Count 2 -Violation of 15 U.S.C. § 1692f(6)(C)- PHH and Just Law ................................................. 19 
Count3-Violation of15 U.S.C. § 1692b(6) and 15 U.S.C. § l692c(b)-JustLaw ........................... 19 
Count 4 -Violation of 15 U.S.C. §§ 1692e(2)(A) and 1692e(8)-Just Law ........................................ 20? 
11. VIOLATION OF I.C. § 18-3203 - Offering False or Forged Instrument for Record ........................ 205 
12. VIOLATION OF J.C.§ 48-603 - Unfair Methods and Practices ......................................................... 20 
13. RECKLESS RECORD KEEPING ......................................................................................................... 20 
Count 1 - PHH does not hold the Note .................................................................................................. 20 
Count 2 - PHH's accounting is inaccurate ............................................................................................ 20 
Count 3 -Chase's record keeping is inaccurate ................................................................................... 21 
14. MALICE .................................................................................................................................................... 21 
15. PREVENTlON OF PERFORMANCE ................................................................................................... 217 
16. UNCO~SCIONABILITY ........................................................................................................................ 21 
17. NEGLIGENCE (BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY) .......................................................................... 225 




Table of Contents 
18. BREACH OF DLTY OF CARE ............................................................................................................. 22 
2 Count I - Breach of Duty of Care - Just Law ...................................................................................... 22 
3 Count 2- Breach of Duty of Care -Moffatt Thomas .......................................................................... 234 
4 19. TRESPASSING ........................................................................................................................................ 23 
5 20. LIBEL AND SLANDER OF CREDIT ................................................................................................... 24-
6 21. CIVIL CONSPIRACY ............................................................................................................................. 245 
7 22. VIOLATION OF LAWYER'S OATH - Fraud, Malpractice, Misrepresentation and Misconduct.251 
8 DA-"IAGES SUMMARY .................................................................................................................................... 27 
9 PUNITIVE DAMAGES ...................................................................................................................................... 295 
10 LEGAL FEES AND COSTS .............................................................................................................................. 296 
11 PRAYER FOR RELIEF ..................................................................................................................................... 296 
12 EXHJBIT LIST ........................................................................................................................................................ 298 












Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 





2 COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, hereby answer Plaintiff's 
3 Complaint as follows: 
4 1. Defendants deny paragraphs 1-19 and 25-27 or lacks sufficient information 
5 regarding the allegations therein and therefore denies the same. 
6 2. Defendants request the court take notice that the complaint does not contain 
7 paragraphs 20-24. Therefore, these paragraphs are non-existent, will remain non-existent and the 




.:>. Defendants deny each and every other allegation of Plaintiff's Complaint not 
11 specifically admitted herein. 
12 AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
13 l. "No power on earth has a right to take our property from us without our consent." 
14 John Jay, the first Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court 
15 2. "~ext to the right ofliberty, the right of property is the most important individual 
16 right guaranteed by the Constitution and the one which, united with that of personal liberty, has 
17 contributed more to the grov1th of civilization than any other institution established by the human 
18 race." Thomas Jefferson, 1816 
19 
... 
:, . The Nickersons do both affirm the words of our founding fathers above and 
20 defend their inalienable right to acquire, possess and protect property and in so doing present the 
2 l below affirmative defenses to the Plaintiff, the Court and the wor]d at large. 
22 4. In asserting their affirmative defenses, the Nickersons are in no way accepting, 
23 admitting, or conceding to any of PHH' s allegations including that PHH could possibly, 
24 plausibly, or reasonably be the rightful, Jegal owner or holder of the Nickerson Note and 
25 Mortgage or that the Nickersons ever kno'\\>i.ngly or willingly, granted or executed a Deed of 
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Trust when they purchased their property. Tlie Nickersons deny and unequivocally assert they 
2 did not agree to sign or execute a Deed of Trust at closing. Further, the Deed of Trust being 
3 presented by the Plaintiff does not truly or accurately reflect or represent the documents 
4 presented to the Nickersons at closing. The Nickersons are not guilty of, or liable for, any of the 
s allegations made by the Plaintiff, nor can any allegation made by the Plaintiff be possibly or 
6 plausibly redressed with this, or any Complaint, against the Nickersons. However, in the interest 
7 of fully defending this action against their property and their persons, the Nickersons would be 
8 remiss in their duties to defend themselves by not presenting all plausible affirmative defenses 
9 against this cause of action. 
10 5. In researching their affirmathre defenses, many of the long standing, universal and 
11 established moral, ethical and foundational legal principles contained v.':ithin them could not be 
12 specifically found in the Idaho Statutes. However, if not specifically detailed in the Idaho code 
13 they are nonetheless "codified" in the common law and legal maxims and many are common law 
14 doctrines that have been passed down through centuries oflaw. Idaho recognizes the validity of 
15 and upholds the common law as is evidenced by J.C. § 73-116. Common Law in Force. "The 
16 common Law of England, so far as it is not repugnant to, or inconsistent v.rith, the constitution or 
17 laws of the United States, in all cases not provided for in these compiled laws, is the rule of 











A maxim is 'a sure foundation or ground of art, and a conclusion of reason, 
bec.ause a maxim is of the same worthiness and most certain authority as 
something which is completely proved to everyone, so sure and uncontrollable as 
that they ought not to be questioned." - Selected Writing of Sir Edward Coke 
from I Do Solemnlv Swear: The Moral Obligations of Legal Officials by Steve 
Sheppard. Cambridge University Press 
Sir Edward Coke 
"An influential figure of Renaissance England and a great jurist, Sir Edward Coke 
bravely fought for the supremacy of the Common Law over the monarchy." 
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FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFE~SE 
The Reality of the situation bars the Plaintiff's complaint. 





5 8. LC. § 7-601. Contempts Defined. "The following acts or omissions in respect to 
6 a court of justice, or proceedings therein, are contempts of the authority of the court: .. .4. Deceit 
7 or abuse of the process or proceedings of the court by a party to an action or special proceeding." 
8 9. Criminal intent - "the intent to commit a crime: malice, as evidenced by a 
9 criminal act; an intent to deprive or defraud the true owner of his property." Black's Law 
lO Dictionary 
11 10. According to Black's Law Dictionary swindling is defined as "cheating and 
12 defrauding grossly ~ith deliberate artifice. By the statute, 'swindling' is defined to be the 
13 acquisition of personal or moveable property, money, or instrument of ,vriting conveying or 
14 securing a valuable right, by means of some false or deceitful pretense or device, or fraudulent 
15 representation, with intent to appropriate the same to the use of the party so acquiring, or of 
16 destroying or impairing the rights of the party justly entitled to the same." Swindling-2 "a term 
17 that is applied to the cheating a person out of his property or carrying out a deal that is 
18 fraudulent." Further, Black's goes on to say swindling is "Usually applied to a transaction where 
19 the guilty party procures the delivery to him, under a pretended contract, of the personal property 
20 of another, with the felonious design of appropriating it to his own use." 
21 11. Malpractice - "Any professional misconduct, unreasonable lack of skill or 
22 fidelity in professional or fiduciary duties, evil practice, or illegal or immoral conduct." Black's 
23 Law Dictionary 
24 12. PHH, Chase, Just Law, their attorneys of record, and those acting personally and 
25 in their official capacities on their behalf, represented themselves, their actions and their conduct 
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would model the oaths and duties of their respective offices, follow the laws and rules of this 
2 land, and act ,,rithjudicial and professional prudence by appearing as attorneys of record, officer 
3 of the Court and those with legal rights and authority in these proceedings and the events 
4 preceding them. [ndividually and jointly the principals have failed to exercise ordinary care, skill 
5 and diligence. They have breached any and all written, implied or otherwise contracts with the 
6 Nickersons. They have thwarted justice being served and relief being granted to the Nickers-0ns 
7 by, among other actions, hiding, concealing, falsifying and fabricating evidence and instructing 
8 or allowing others to do the same. Their actions directly prolonged and intensified the impact, 
9 exposure and severity of these proceedings. Their misconduct has used and abused the Court, 
JO these proceedings, the Nickersons, and the world at large for years in order to obtain unjust 
11 enrichment, carry out their malicious schemes and hide their criminal activity. As a direct result 
12 of their conspiring actions, inactions, professional incompetence and misconduct, the Nickersons 
13 have suffered significant, substantial and extreme physical, monetary and emotional damages, 
14 losses and injuries. 
15 13. Since PHH, Chase, Just Law and the other principals involved in this action have 
16 intentionally, fraudulently, deceptively, maJiciously, outrageously and abusively misled this 
17 Court, as described in this Complaint in its entirety, in the interest of justice, the record must be 
18 set straight, and PHH, Chase, Just Law and those acting on their behalf must be held in Contemp 
19 of Court. 
20 14. PHH is not the holder of, owner of, nor investor in the Nickersons Note and 
21 Mortgage (See Exhibit 1). 
22 15. The Nickersons did not have, could not have, would not have and were legally 
23 barred from having a Deed of Trust on this property. At closing, Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
24 ("Coldwell") informed and represented to the Nickersons they were getting a \fortgage not a 
25 deed of trust and that by law the Kickersons could only get a Mortgage because the property was 
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fifty (50) acres in area and according to Idaho Code§ 45-1502 a deed of trust could only be used 
2 on properties forty ( 40) acres in area or less. However, Coldwell committed fraud in the factum 
3 "Fraud occurring when a legal instrument as actually executed differs from the one intended for 
4 execution by the person who executes it, or when the instrument may have had no legal 
5 existence," and recorded the Nickersons Mortgage as a Deed of Trust. The definition of fraud in 
6 the factum comes from Black's Law Dictionary. 
7 16. Note: Since the security instrument the Nickersons agreed to is a Mortgage not a 
8 deed of trust, references to the security instrument in this Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party 
9 complaint will or may say Mortgage because a deed of trust could not have been used as a 
10 security instrument on this property. By calling this a Mortgage the Nickersons are in no way 
11 admitting, implying or conceding that they at any time or in any way executed a Deed of Trust, 
12 knowingly or ·willingly agreed to any of the restrictions or content differences in a Deed of Trust, 
J 3 or relinquished any rights and benefits of the mortgage promised to them by Coldwe11 prior to 





The Nickersons did not execute a Deed of Trust at closing. 
As a matter of record, PHH, Coldwell and Just Law have acknowledged and 
17 admitted the Nickersons did not execute a Deed of Trust. 
l8 19. As a matter of record, PHH, Coldwell and Just Law have acknowledged and 
19 admitted the Nickersons executed and could only execute a Mortgage. 
20 20. Coldwell assured the Closing Agent and the Nickersons at the time of closing 
21 they were unquestionably executing a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust. 
22 21. The Mortgage presented is not the same document presented to the ~ickersons or 
23 that the 1\'ickersons signed at closing. 
24 
25 





22. Upon the alleged transfer of servicing from Chase, PHH claimed default (Exhibits 
2 2 and 3), either as a result of an incomplete and inaccurate record transfer from Chase or as a 
3 precursor to their premeditated plan to steal the Nickerson property and gain unjust enrichment. 
4 ?" _.,_ The Kotice ofintention to Foreclose letters (Exhibits 2 and 3) were shocking and 
5 disconcerting, to say the least, to the Nickersons, because as of the payment they just made in 





The Nickersons made their January 2010 payment. 
To their knowledge and understanding, the Nickersons have made every payment 
9 on this account they were and are contractually obligated to make. 
10 26. The Nickersons made every payment they were obligated to make until they were 
1 I prevented from making them. 
12 27. However, alarmingly, the Nickersons had been, during the time of the transfer, 
13 informed, warned and provided information about notable and illegal activities on the 
14 Nickersons and a number of other Chase accounts by a Chase representative in a conference call. 
15 28. Among other issues, over a matter of days, the Nickerson account records 
16 drastically changed multiple times and then all access to the Nickersons account and their 
17 records suspiciously disappeared and all access from that time on was protected, restricted, 
18 denied and prevented. 
19 29. This was inconceivably frustrating and angering to the Nickersons because after a 
20 seemingly endless nightmare of double monthly payment charges, repeated unfounded forced 
21 placed insurance, misplaced and misappropriated payments, missing payments, missing escrow 
22 moneys, contradictory notices and communication (sometimes changing 3+ times in a 24 hour 
23 period), faulty credit reporting, abusive and excessive credit reporting (intentional weekly hits to 
24 lower the Nickerson credit score as promised in blackmail style threats intended to intimidate the 
25 Nickersons into signing their deed over to Chase), apparent dual tracking and dual billing of the· 
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account which ,,vreaked havoc and contaminated any solidarity in their account records, refusal 
2 to provide statements or account records, blocking any efforts or intentions of the Nickersons to 
3 refinance or sell the property in order to satisfy the loan and stop the abuse, and more such 
4 outrageous, malicious and unlawful attempts to force the Nickersons to comply with this 
5 unfounded and fraudulent takeover of their property and way of life, the Nickersons account was 
6 finally thoroughly researched, the inaccuracies found and corrected, and subsequently the 
7 account was reported as current and in good standing by Chase. 
8 30. One notable point is the Nickersons account was in good standing from loan 
9 origination until Chase took over the servicing of their loan and started tampering with the 
10 account records. Chase has admitted and confirmed this in writing. Coldwell employees and 
11 records \Vj)] confirm and verify this at trial. 
12 31. The Nickersons had to initiate contact with Chase to find out where to send their 
13 first payment when Chase took over the servicing of their loan. The initial conversation with 
14 Chase was '"unbelievable" to say the least. Certainly it was an embarrassment and affront to 
15 mortgage lending, record keeping and banking professionalism. 
16 32. Nickersons contacted Chase when Chase began servicing the loan to request the 
17 Private Mongage Insurance (PMI) be removed per the agreements of the Loan. The Nickersons 








Chase knew there was substantial equity in the property. 
The Nickersons accounts immediately started experiencing problems. 
To the best of the Nickerson's knowledge and according to their belief and 
22 understanding, these problems, inaccuracies and errors had all been corrected. 
23 36. Coldwell sent the Nickersons both a welcome letter and a Notice of Intention to 
24 Foreclose on the same date, February 12, 2010, and PHH sent the Nickersons a -:-.Jotice of 
25 Intention to Foreclose on that same date February 12, 2010, as weU. See Exhibits 2, 3 and 4. 
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37. The Nickersons immediately contacted PHH and Coldwell, disputed the existence 
2 of any default, told them their story, requested an accurate accounting be provided to 
3 demonstrate any alleged default was in error, and attempted to continue to make their payments. 
4 38. PHH stated they took the Nickerson account to foreclose. 
5 39. PHH stated they had no knowledge of payments made or not made on the 
6 account. 
7 40. PHH refused to service the account, failed to provide service on or for the 
8 account, prevented the )Jickersons from any performance regarding the account, denied and 
9 failed to provide the Nickersons any opportunity to reinstate the account. 
10 41. PHH claimed they did not have any payment or loan account records, claimed 
11 Chase had all records, refused to research, acknowledge or request research on the disputed 
12 default, refused to accept any payments from the ~ickersons, prevented and blocked all efforts o 
13 the Nickersons to cure or resolve any alleged default, and failed to provide opportunity for the 
14 Kickersons to reinstate their loan. 
JS 42. Despite multiple requests, PHH, Coldwell, and Chase refused to research, contact 
16 Chase representatives who had personal knowledge of the l\ickerson account, contact Chase's 
17 research department to validate the accuracy and inaccuracy of the records, provide records or 
18 facilitate any relief or resolution to this issue. 
19 43. Chase falsely stated PHH had purchased the loan and PHH had all records and 
20 were the only ones who could resolve the situation. 
21 44. Chase stated no records regarding the Nickerson account were retained by Chase 
22 in the alleged transfer and sale to PHH. 
23 45. With a full knowledge of the Nickerson story, the extensive problems associated 
24 with their ac-eount, the property details that would prevent such an action, the inappropriateness 
25 and unla"vfulness of such an action, the fact the Nickersons were continuing to pay their 
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substantially larger home equity loan on the property, insurance, taxes, and routine maintenance 
2 demonstrating their commitment to and proper regard for their obligations toward the property, 
3 PHH and Just Law attempted an illegal and fraudulent non-judicial foreclosure by filing an 
4 inaccurate and fraudulent Notice of Default and publishing an inaccurate and fraudulent Notice 
5 of Trustee's Sale. 
6 46. When the Nickersons inadvertently found out about the proceedings, they retained 
7 counsel who contacted Just Law and threatened legal action if the illegal trustee sale was not 
8 stopped. PHH and Just Law stopped the non-judicial foreclosure, not because it was illegal and 
9 they wanted to do the right thing, but because they were contacted and threatened with legal 
10 action for their illegal activity and knew they were caught. PHH and Just Law decided to pursue 
I I the same inappropriate and unlawful pattern of action in the judicial system instead. 
l2 47. Just Law knew the Nickersons were represented by counsel, but Just Law did not 
13 demonstrate a proper regard for longstanding legal codes of ethics, professional conduct, duties 
14 of attorneys in Idaho, obligations (moral, ethical and legal) as the self-proclaimed alleged 
15 trustees on this loan, etc. Just Law chose not to and failed to contact the Nickersons or their 
l6 counsel to attempt to or facilitate a resolution. 
17 48. Rather, even though Just Law knew the Nickersons were represented by counsel 
18 in this matter, PHH and Just Law wrongfully, recklessly, and unconscionably filed this complain 
19 and published it in the newspaper knowing 1) it would cause harm to the Nickersons (the 
20 Nickersons informed them the previous publication was injurious), 2) they did not hold the Note, 
21 3) they did not have beneficial interest in the ::vfortgage, 4) the default was in dispute and, 5) they 
22 nor their client had right to action or cause of relief. 
23 49. PHH, Coldwell, Chase, Just Law and all other principals involved conspired 
24 together to record fraudulent assignments in order to deceive the Court, the Nickersons, and the 
25 world at large. 
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50. These actions were intended to cause the belief that PHH had interest in the 
2 Nickersons Note and Mortgage when, as the evidence irrefutably demonstrates, PHH did not and 
3 does not hold the Nickersons Note, and thus, can not and could not have beneficial interest in the 
4 Nickersons Mortgage. I.C. § 45-911. 
5 51. A review of Exhibits 1, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 clearly demonstrates how deceptive 
6 outrageous and fraudulent are the actions of PHH, Chase, Just Law and their co-conspirators. 
7 52. As a result of the above irrefutable facts, all complaints, motions, summary 
8 judgment filings, deposition questions, discovery, affidavits and any other activity by Chase, 
9 PHH and Just Law regarding this lawsuit are void because fraus omnia vitiat - fraud vitiates 
l O everything. "Fraud vitiates everything it touches. It is difficult to define; there is no absolute rule 
l I as to what facts constituted [ sic J fraud; and the law does not provide one 'lest knavish ingenuity 
12 may avoid it." Massey-Ferguson, Inc. v. Bent Equipment Company, 283 F.2d 12, 15 (5th 
13 Cir.1960). "[T]he law does not define fraud; it needs no definition; it is as old as falsehood and 
14 as versable as human ingenuity." Id Tusch Enterprises v. Coffin, l I 3 Idaho 3 7, 740 P .2d 1022 
15 (1987). 
16 53. Therefore, since PHH's complaint is based on lies, deception, and fraud, and was 
17 maliciously intended to swindle the Nickersons out of their property, and PHH does not have 
18 beneficial interest and no default exists nor has been proven, the reality of the situation bars the 
19 Plaintiff's complaint. Therefore. it must be d1smissed with prejudice, PHH and Just Law must be 
20 held in contempt, and the Nickerson's Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint should and must 
21 be upheld. 
22 SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
23 Plaintiff's complaint fails to state a cause of action upon which relief may be granted. 
24 54. PHH' s Complaint fails to state a cause of action upon which relief may ,be 
25 granted. l) PHH fails to claim to be the :N" ote holder or cred1tor, 2) PHH has provided no 
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evidence they hold, own, have ever held or owned, or have ever had any interest in the Note. 
2 Therefore, they have and can claim no injury. 3) PHH claims to hold and be the assignee of the 
3 beneficial interest of an unknown Deed of Trust instrument number 190566, which is not nor 
4 does it purport to be the Nickersons Mortgage. Therefore, PHH presumably is attempting to 
s foreclose on a property other than the Nickersons, and fails to state any legitimate cause of actio 
6 against the Nickersons (the fraudulent Deed of Trust presented to allege interest is instrument 
7 number 190568). 4) The assignment by which PHH claims to have obtained beneficial interest is 
8 instrument number 207590. This forged and fraudulent document allegedly assigns the beneficial 
9 interest from Coldwell to Chase and does not even mention or identify PHH, thus causing P.HH's 
10 claims to fail. 5) The legal description of the property PHH is attempting to foreclose on is not 
11 the legal description of the :,J"ickerson property. 
12 55. Showing that the Plaintiff suffered an injury and that it v,ms caused by the 
13 Defendants is a necessary component to establishing a cause of action upon which relief may be 
14 granted. PHH, has not, can no~ and never will be able to establish any alleged or actual injuries 
15 suffered by PHH or other principals could possibly or plausibly be the result of any alleged 
16 action or non-action of the Nickersons. 
17 56. Failure to establish an injury caused by the Nickersons is fatal to PHH' s 
18 complaint. 
19 57. Based on prevention of performance, condition precedent, breach of any alleged 
20 contract by interference with performance, impotentia excusat legem - impossibility is an excuse 
21 in the law, and nemo te11etur ad impossihile - no one is required to do what is impossible, any 
22 alleged or sustained injuries, damages or losses are caused by, and are therefore the direct and 
23 sole responsibility of and liability of PHH and the other principals and not the Nickersons. 1) 
24 The Nickersons have made every regular periodic payment they were allowed to make. 2) The 
25 Nickersons understood, believed and were told their account was current and in good standing. 
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3) The Nickersons communicated they wanted to keep their property and demonstrated they had 
2 the financial wherewithal to do so. 4) PHH took over servicing the loan and belligerently refused 
3 to accept any further payments. 5) PHH prevented and prohibited the Nickersons from 
4 establishing or curing any alleged default. 6) PHH failed to provide the Nickersons with an 
5 opportunity to reinstate the loan. 7) PHH prevented and prohibited the Nickersons from 
6 refinancing or satisfying the loan. 8) PHH and Chase prevented the Nickersons from selling the 
7 property and satisfying the loan. 9) Any alleged default and subsequent injuries were solely and 
8 categorically caused by the direct and indirect actions and inactions of PHH and the other 
9 principals conspiring with them. As a result of these and other outrageous actions, along with 
1 O intentional and malicious prevention of performance, PHH' s own actions bar their right to claim 
11 injury, and they have no way to establish a cause of action upon which relief may be granted. 
12 58. Therefore, because, among other issues, 1) PHH is not the Note holder and has no 
13 interest in the Note, 2) PHH claims beneficial interest in the wrong instrument, 3) PHH claims to 
14 be the assignee of an instrument that assigns interest to another party, 4) PHH :is attempting to 
15 foreclose on the wrong property, and 5) PHH does not have nor can they ever have any injury, 
16 PHH fails to state a cause of action upon which relief may be granted and PHH's claim must be 
17 dismissed. 
18 THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
19 PHH does not have standing to bring this complaint. 
20 59. "At an ·irreducible constitutional minimum,' standing is comprised of three 
21 elements: 'an injury in fact,' or an actual or imminent invasion of a concrete and particularized 
22 legally-protected interest; a causal connection between the injury and conduct complained of; 
23 and the likelihood that the injury will be redressed by a favorable decision." Printz v. US, 854 F. 
24 Supp. 1503 (D. :Mont. 1994). A .. Movant must show that it has an interest in the relevant note, 
25 and that it has been injured by debtor's conduct (presumably through a default on the note). Such 
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1 is necessary to establish constitutional standing." In re Wilhelm, 407 B.R. 392, 398 (Bankr. D. 
2 Idaho 2009). 
3 60. Plaintiff must produce original note not copy otherwise maker may face double 
4 liability. McKay v. Capital Res. Co., Ltd. 940 S.W.2d 869 (A.rk. 1997). "From the maker's 
5 standpoint, therefore, it becomes essential to establish that the person who demands payment of a 
6 negotiable note, or to whom payment is made, is the duly qualified holder. Otherwise, the 
7 obliger is exposed to the risk of double payment, or at least to the expense of litigation incurred 
8 to prevent duplicative satisfaction of the instrument. These risks provide makers with a 
9 recognizable interest in demanding proof of chain of title. Consequently, plaintiffs here, as 
10 makers of the notes, may properly press defendant to establish its holder status." Kemp v. 
l l Countrywide Home Loans, Inc., 440 B.R. 624 (2010). 
12 61. RESPA, 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e), requires mortgage servicers to respond to a 
13 Qualified \Vritten Request (QWR) and 15 U.S.C. § 164I(f) requires servicers to provide the 
14 name, address and telephone nwnber of the owner(s) of the mortgage and the master servicer of 
15 the mortgage. In addition, 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 requires servicers to "(iii) Provide a borrower 
16 with accurate and timely information and documents in response to the borrower's requests for 











12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(l )(B) defines qualified written request: 
"(B) Qualified written request For purposes of this subse.ction, a qualified 
VvTitten request shall be a written correspondence, other than notice on a payment 
coupon or other payment medium supplied by the servicer, that- (i) includes, or 
otherwise enables the servicer to identify, the name and account of the borrower; 
and (ii) includes a statement of the reasons for the belief of the borrower, to the 
extent applicable, that the account is in error or provides sufficient detail to the 
servicer regarding other information sought by the borrower." 
Chase, in response to a QWR, states "We are not required to produce the 
original note which will remain in our possession .. . The investor for this loan is JPMorgan 
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Chase Bank, l\'ational Association." (emphasis added) See Exhibit 1. Chase claims to be the 























64. PHH's response to a QWR (identical to the one sent to Chase) further 
demonstrates PHH's corporate attitude and intent to deceive throughout each and every 
interaction with the Nickersons. In order to fully comprehend this deception one must compare 
the QVlR (Exhibit 5) with the response (Exhibit 6). 
a. First, the )Jickersons clearly identify who the request is from and the account 
number as required by 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(l)(B)(i). 
In the Matter of: 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Account #0018154567 
b. Second, the Nickerson.s identify what they dispute and then pro"ide a clear and 
comprehensive list ofrequests as required by 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(l)(B)(ii). See 
Exhibit 5 for the complete list of requests. 
"Specifically, we are disputing: a) the identity of a true secured 
lender/creditor, and b) the existence of deb1, and c) your authority and 
capacity to collect on behalf of the alleged lendericreditor. Because of 
extensive criminal activity and fraud in this arena, we require proof of the 
chain of secured ownership from the original alleged lender/creditor to the 
alleged current lender/creditor. Further, we require proof that you are the 
entity that has been contracted to work on behalf of the alleged 
lender/creditor ... 
1. A full, double sided, certified "true and accurate" copy of the original 
promissory note and security instrument and all assignments of the security 
instrument ... 
25. Verification of any notification provided to me of a change in servicer ... 
Please provide the name, address and telephone number of the owner(s) of 
the mortgage and the master servicer of the mortgage." 
c. In response PHH states: 
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"Upon further review of the Letter, 1t has been established that it is not a 
Qualified Written Request under RESPA statutes." 
d. PHH does not cite the RESP A statute used to establish the letter was not a Q"\\'R., 
nor can they because as shown above, in accordance with the RESP A statute, the 
Nickersons letter irrefutably enc-0mpasses the information required to qualify as a 
QWR. 
e. PHH continues their deception by stating: 
" ... note thatthe Letter does not state your belief that the account is in 
error ... Despite the fact the Letter does not call in question the charges on 
the loan ... " 
f. As shovm in the excerpts of the Nickersons QWR above the Nickersons state: 
"Specifically, we are disputing: ... b) the existence of debt." How PHH can 
misconstrue this to mean the Nickersons are not questioning the account and 
charges on the loan is beyond reason. 
Additionally, in response to the QWR PHH does not claim to be the owner of the 
Note and Mortgage or to be in possession of them. In fact, PHH only claims Mortgage Service 
Center, a separate entity, is the servicer and does not identify the owner and holder of the 
original Note and Mortgage. 
66. In PHH's QWR response under the section titled Mortgage and Assignments 
PHH states, "Documentation enclosed show Mortgage Service Center is the entity servicing the 
loan." However, PHH did not provide any authoritative documentation that shows the Mortgage 
Service Center is the proper legal entity servicing the loan as requested by the QWR -
"Specifically, we are disputing ... c) your authority and capacity to collect on behalf of the alleged 
lender/creditor." Mortgage Service Center did not identify the alleged lender/creditor and thus, 
did not provide authoritative proof they are the entity entitled to service the account. 
67. In PHH's QWR response under the section titled Senricing Related Questions 
PHH states, "Documentation has been provided to answer in reference to assignments and note." 
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The only assignment PHH provided is a copy of Exhibit 11, the assignment from Coldwell to 
2 Chase, which denies the ownership of PHH. Noticeably missing is a copy of any assignment 
3 from Chase to PHH. 
4 68. The copy of the Note (purported to be a true and correct copy of the original 
5 because that is what the QWR requests) PHH provided in accordance with the QWR (Exhibit 7) 
6 does not have any indorsements or other writing and circling on it, which, in contrast, is not at all 
7 like the copy of the Note PHH provided with their complaint (See Complaint Exhibit C). This 
8 seriously compromises the reliability, authenticity, and legality of the Note presented, the 
9 intentions of th.e ones presenting it and raises very serious questions that have far reaching and 
IO most likely criminal implications, 1) Who actually indorsed the note and when did the 
11 indorsement occur? 2) Is the indorsement authentic, I.C. § 28-3-307? 3) Why and or how is it 
12 possible for PHH to provide two differing original Notes and for Chase to claim another? 4) HoVi 
13 can there be three original notes? 5) Which one, if any, is the true original? and, 6) What happen 
14 if a fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh note shows up? 
15 69. As a matter of record, the Nickersons unequivocally deny the authenticity and 
16 authority of Michelle Krause's signature and assert it is robo-signed, forged, unlawful and shoul 
17 and must be authenticated in order for PHH or any other principal to claim an indorsement. 
I& 70. PHH, in their QWR response, does not claim to hold the Note nor does the 
19 evidence demonstrate PHH holds the Note. In fact, Chase claims to hold th.e Note (Exhibit 1). 
20 71. PHH is not the ov.ner and investor on this loan, and cannot claim beneficial 







PHH has no right to claim an injury of their own making. 
PHH refused to research and prove the disputed default. 
PHH claimed they clid not have the account records, and as late as July 2012, 
25 PHH was still claiming they did not have the account records. 
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75. PHH has admitted and proven the records presented to establish the existence of 
2 and amount of default to be inaccurate, invalid and unreliable multiple times in these 
3 proceedings. 
4 76. The Nickersons have thus far sufficiently and irrefutably proven the records 
5 presented by PHH are inaccurate and unreliable by demonstrating multiple errors and 
6 inaccuracies sufficient to cause PHH to change their records multiple times and by over $11,000. 
7 77. Educational note in pro se litigants terms: Proving the default was $1 off in the 
8 payment records or escrow accounts is enough to invalidate and prove the records presented are 
9 unreliable, untrusm.·orthy, unlawful and unenforceable. These errors are not moot, irrelevant, 
lO insignificant, inadmissible or legally able to be glossed over. The irrefutable fact is these errors 
11 and all malicious and negligent intentions surrounding them and their origination are quite 
12 serious, civilly, criminally, morally and ethically. An "as a matter of law" statement that is 
13 appropriate here, is errors in records, especially when dealing with escrow, send people to jail. 
14 The law does not think nor can justice rule that falsifying or altering account records is a joke. 
15 This becomes especially true in light of the proof the errors are intentional, malicious and serve 
16 to gain substantial unjust enrichment. May it please the CoUit to note that the factual basis for 
17 this is Basic Accounting 101, no conclusory or "no foundation to have an opinion" kind of stuff. 
18 Any reasonably intelligent person who has ever sat through a principles of accounting class, even 
19 at junior high education level, read an accounting for Dummies book or listened to a professor 
20 lecture on the importance of accurate record keeping knows, when dealing \.\oith financial 
21 accountability, if the record is not accurate, it is not a viable record. Debt must be proven, not 
22 claimed. (i.e. This includes ownership of the debt.) Default must be proven, not claimed. (i.e. lt 
23 has to be accurate.) The burden and responsibility of record keeping belongs to PHH and Chase. 
24 As alleged servicers and/or those having alleged beneficial interest in the Nickerson accounts, 
25 they had and have contractual obligations, federal responsibilities, and civil liabilities to maintai 
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resolute, truthful and reliable records. They irrefutably did not do this. Their responsibility and 
2 liability for failing to do so becomes even greater 1) when their errors were and are so glaring 
3 and present criminal activity, 2) their incompetence and unprofessional conduct created severe 
4 problems and damages for the Nickersons, and 3) they belligerently and repetitively refused and 
5 are refusing to provide the Nickersons with mandated statements, receipts, account 
6 documentation, etc. The bottom line, pun intended, is PHH and Chase have admitted to being 
7 $11,644.75 off, in error, wrong, whatever you want to call it. That means, dollar for dollar, they 
8 have already admitted, and a true review of the Nickerson's accounts v.ill demand even more 
9 admissions, they erred over 11,000 times. That is 11,644 ~ times to be exact. Penny for penny 
1 o which is more fair, since that is how the Nickerson family has earned the money these crooks 
l l have lost, stolen and cannot account for, the fact is based on their own records, PHH and Chase 
12 have erred over a million times. That is 1,164,475 times to be exact. Further, the account records 
13 PHH and Chase are relying on actually show a negative balance. Technically, this means the 
14 Nickersons are due a refund. Clearly, PHH and Chase have problems and need new record 
15 keepers, financial counseling and to VvTite the Nickersons a check for all damages caused by their 
16 actions and inactions. The reality of the situation bars the Plaintiff's complaint. Further, the 
17 reality of the situation convicts and bars their co-conspirators from any present defenses or 
18 further complaints against the Nickersons. Case Dismissed. 
19 78. Further, PHH refused to allow the Nickersons to make their regular periodic 
20 payments. 
21 79. PHH refused and blocked all attempts made by the Nickersons to cure any alleged 
22 injury by default and prohibited the Nickerson from reinstating their loan. 
23 80. PHH has admitted refusing, preventing and prohibiting the Nickersons from 
24 making payments, curing default and reinstating their loan. 
25 
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81. PHH is not the owner and investor in the Nickersons Note and Mortgage, and 
2 thus, can claim no injury. 
3 82. PHH refused and blocked all efforts of the Nickersons to cure any alleged injury, 
4 and thus, can claim no injury. 
5 83. Therefore, since PHH is not the Note holder and ovvner, and cannot claim nor 
6 have any injury, there is nothing to be redressed by the court, and thus, PHH does not meet the 
7 minimum constitutional requirements for standing and their complaint must be dismissed. 
8 FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
9 Failure to join an indispensable party 
10 84. The Nickersons assert according to the Note provided by PHH, Michelle Krause, 
11 Assistant Vice President of Cendant Mortgage Corporation, as an endorser on the Note must be 
12 joined as a necessary party to this action. The Note presented and being relied on by PHH states 
13 in section 8. OBLIGATIONS OF PERSONS UNDER THIS NOTE "If more than one person 
14 signs this Note, each person is fully and personally obligated to keep all of the promises made in 
15 this Note, including the promise to pay the full amount owed. Any person who is a guaranmr, 
16 surety or endorser of this Note is also obligated to do these things. Any person who takes over 
17 these obligations, including the obligations of a guarantor, surety or endorser of this Note, is also 
18 obligated to keep all of the promises made in this Note. The Note Holder may enforce its rights 
19 under this Note against each person individually or against all of us together. This means that 
20 any one of us may be required to pay all of the amounts owed under this Note." It is unfair, 
21 unjust, discriminatory and improper, especially due to the alleged reiationship between PHH and 
22 Cendant, for PHH to be allowed to bring this cause of action against the Nickersons without 
23 induding Michelle Krause as an indispensable party. To do so would render any relief of title, 
24 possession or other monies awarded to PHH inequitable, adhesive and unconscionable. This 
25 becomes glaringly true when challenged in Light of their malicious prevention of performance, 
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fraudulent, inaccurate and contradictory assertions and documentation, etc. Therefore, PHH has 
2 failed to join Michelle Krause, a person who is subject to service of process, as an indispensable 
3 party, and the Nickersons request the court rule accordingly. 
4 85. As a matter of record, the N ickersons unequivocally deny and challenge the 
5 authenticity and authority of Michelle Krause's signature and assert it is robo-signed, forged, 
6 unlav.,ful and should and must be authenticated in order for PHH or any other principal to claim 
7 an indorsement. LC. § 28-3-307. 
8 FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFE1'SE 
9 Invalid Legal Description 
10 86. Jason Rammell did not abide by nor require his client PHH to abide by the 
11 principles set out in I.R.C.P. 11 (a)(l). "The signature of an attorney or party constitutes a 
12 certificate that the attorney or party has read the pleading, motion or other paper; that to the best 
13 of the signer's knowledge, information, and belief after reasonable inquiry it is well grounded in 
14 fact ... " By signing the Complaint Jason Rammell certified the authenticity and accuracy of the 
15 Complaint. 
16 87. The legal description in the Complaint does not identify the property owned by 
17 the Nickersons. The Complaint describes the property as: 
18 Situate in the County of Clearwater, State ofldaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 





The Nickersons do not own the property described above. 
The property described above is an approximately 2 1/z acre tract that is not 
22 located on or within the Nickerson property boundaries that is the subject of this foreclosure 
23 action. 
24 90. Not only is this property not located on or within the Nickerson propeny 
25 boundaries, but it is approximately twenty (20) times smaller in size, area and dimensions. 
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91. The invalid legal description renders the Complaint, Service, any notifications an 
2 subsequent proceedings as invalid, null, void, and unlawful. 
3 92. Strict requirements with notice provisions is required pursuant to Idaho law. 
4 I.R.C.P. 9G). Description of Real Property. "In an action for the recovery of real property, it 
5 must be described in the complaint with such certainty as to enable an officer, upon execution, to 
6 identify it." 
7 93. Based on long standing, established legal principles and laws, and for ethical~ 
8 logistical, moral, obvious and common sense reasons, the Complaint MUST accurately describe 
9 the real property that the foreclosure is based upon. 
10 94. The legal description in the Complaint puts not only the Defendants but the world 
1 I at large on notice of the EXACT property that a Plaintiff is attempting to foreclose on. 
12 95. As a matter of law and record, PHH is attempting to foreclose on property that is 





Thus this action has no foundation or merit and must be dismissed. 
As a matter oflaw, since the Complaint does not describe accurately, inaccurately 
16 or otherwise, the real property owned by the Nickersons, this action is void against the 
17 Nickersons, the real propertr described and any real property owned by the Nickersons. 
18 Therefore, the Complaint must be dismissed. 
19 98. In light of the extensive, intentional, and malicious fraud, forgery, manipulation 
20 of information, unlawful fabrication of documentation, and the magnanimous and 
2 I tmconscionable deception and malpractice perpetrated upon the Nickersons, this Court and the 
22 world at large throughout these proceedings, and as detailed in the Answer and Counterclaim in 
23 its entirety, and because of the extreme and ongoing damages, pain and suffering experienced by 
24 the Nickersons as a result ofthis Complaint and its subsequent proceedings, the Nickersons 
25 request the Judge dismiss PHH's Complaint with prejudice, and find, serve and render 
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appropriate discipline, sanctions and judgments against the Plaintiff and other principals 
2 sufficient to discourage such reckless, outrageous and unconscionable behavior and actions in 
3 the future and cause them to recognize the severity of filing such proceedings without 
4 verification, truthfulness and accuracy. 
5 SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
6 No Notice of Breach 
7 99. The Nickersons assert the No1e and Mortgage presented by the Plaintiff requires 
8 PHH to provide a notice of any breach to the Nickersons, and allow a reasonable period of time 
9 for them to have the opportunity to remedy any such breach prior to the initiation of any legal 
IO proceedings. 
11 100. PHH has failed to provide such notice. 
12 101. In section 20 of the Mortgage presented by the Plaintiff (Complaint Exhibit A) the 
13 second paragraph states. "Neither Borrower nor Lender may commence, join, or be joined to any 
14 judicial action (as either an individual litigant or the member of a class) that arises from the other 
15 party's actions pursuant to this Security Instrument or that alleges that the other party has 
16 breached any provision of, or any duty owed by reason of, this Security Instrument, until such 
17 Borrower or Lender has notified the other party (with such notice given in compliance with the 
18 requirements of Section 15) of such alleged breach and afforded the other party hereto a 
19 reasonable period after the giving of such notice to take corrective action." 
20 102. After PHH allegedly became the lender on June 9, 2010, no notice of breach was 
21 sent to the Nickersons as required by the alleged contract. 
22 I 03. As a matter of record, PHH has never provided any proper notice of breach to the 
23 Nickersons. 
24 104. Therefore, because PHH did not provide any such required notice of breach, PHH 
25 is in breach of any alleged contract and has no right to action. 
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105. PHH is in breach of the contract they presented in this claim and are relying upon 
2 to establish any basis for or right to a cause of action against the Nickersons. Therefore, as a 
3 matter of law, PHH' s claim should and must be dismissed. 
4 SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
5 No Breach by Defendant 
6 106. The Nickersons assert they have no contract with, or obligation to, PHH, nor have 
7 they breached any obligation or duty required of them. The Nickersons further assert they have 
8 performed all alleged duties not barred by PHH that could legally or would ethically or should 
9 morally be owed under the alleged contract presented by PHH. 
10 107. Upon the alleged transfer from Chase (Exhibit 4), PHH claimed instantaneous 
l 1 default. The Nickersons disputed the erroneous default, provided proof of payments made to 
12 show it was in error, requested an accurate accounting to be provided, and attempted to continue 
13 to make their payments while PHH researched the default. PHH claimed they did not have the 
14 account records, refused to research the disputed default, refused to accept any payments from 
15 the Nickersons and blocked all efforts of the Nickersons to cure or resolve the disputed default. 
16 PHH's actions violate 12 C.F.R § 1024.35 Error Resolution Procedures. 
17 108. Since PHH blocked any and all attempts of the Nickersons to make payments and 
1 8 to resolve the disputed default, the Nickersons, according to the prevention doctrine, are not and 
19 can not be in breach of any obligation to the Plaintiff. Rather, PHH breached the contract by 
20 refusing, preventing and prohibiting the Nickersons from making payments. "Prevention doctrin 
21 is a common-law principle of contract law which says that a c.antracting party has an implied 
22 duty not to do anything that prevents the other party from performing its obligation. A party who 
23 prevents performance of a contract may not complain of such nonperformance." 
24 wwv.r.definitions.uslegal.com. Therefore, PHH's complaint should and must be dismissed. 
25 





EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
2 Inaccurate Accounting 
3 109. The Nickersons assert PHH's accounting is grossly inaccurate. 
4 110. The accounting records PHH relies on have been proven inaccurate and PHH has 
5 admitted it. 
6 111. PHH has claimed differing default amounts and has not credited all payments 
7 made by the Nickersons. PHH initially claimed a default of 14 payments ($32,605.66). However, 
8 PHH has now admitted their default amount is inaccurate and PHH's latest claim of default is 9 
9 payments ($20,960.91). The difference is substantial and over $11,000. 
10 112. PHH relies and their case is fatally dependent on and upon an affidavit of Ron 
11 Casperite. Ron Casperite, working as an Account Analyst on behalf of PHH, provided these 
12 records as true and correct based on his personal knowledge. Ron Casperite exhibited culpable 
13 negligence, contradicted himself and swore to having personal knowledge regarding information 
14 on the Nickersons account which he cannot possibly or plausibly have any personal knowledge 
15 to or of. Ron Casperite began working for PHH in February 2010. This is the same month PHH 
16 started, or at least revealed, this assault on the Nickersons. Ron Casperite worked in banking and 
17 mortgage lending at a New Jersey bank for at least or around twenty years. Ron Casperite has 
1 & worked, represented or provided testimony on behalf of other companies such as HSBC Bank 
19 N .A. as a hired to perform witness. Ron Casperite was given records tha1 he presumably viewed 
20 on his computer screen that could or could not have been altered, edited, corrected, or fabricated. 
21 Ron Casperite did not have personal knowledge of the authenticity, validity, truthfulness, 
22 accuracy, or origination of these records. Ron Casperite cannot swear whether these records wer 
23 fabricated or altered by others, who had access and opportunity, with the intent to swindle the 
24 Nickersons and commit fraud on the Court. Ron Casperite has committed perjury. Ron Casperite 
25 
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has proven his records are inaccurate, invalid and unreliable. Ron Casperite is not a credible 
2 witness and his affidavits are inadmissible as evidence. 
3 113. The Nickersons disputed the default and existence of a default claimed by PHH 
4 from the day PHH allegedly started servicing the account. 
5 114. The Nickersons provided proof to PHH of payments made, transactions that 
6 occurred, etc., that ,vere not reflected, which clearly demonstrated the alleged default was not 
7 accurate and could not be relied upon. 
8 115. PHH refused to research the disputed default and claimed they did not have any 
9 account records from Chase. PHH has stated, "PHH is unaware of any payments ma.de or not 
10 made by the ~ickersons to Chase." PHH unreasonably demanded their inaccurate and unreliable 
11 default amount in full, maliciously ignoring any and all facts, and intentionally pursuing and 
12 forcing the foreclosure. PHH's accounting records are inaccurate and non-existent and therefore, 
13 cannot be trusted or relied upon. 
14 116. According to PHH's response to interrogatory number 1, PHH claimed Fannie 
15 Mae returned the note and mortgage to them as originating lender because the loan was in 
16 default. PHH stated, "W'hen you defaulted on the note, Fannie Mae assigned the note back to 
t 7 PHH as the originating lender." PHH was not the originating lender. PHH and Coldwell are 
18 separate legal entities. In 2002, PHH and Coldwell were separate legal entities. PHH and 






11 7. Since PHH believed the Nickersons loan to have been in default when they began 
to service the loan as evidenced by their immediate notice of intention to foreclose, PHH by 
definition is a debt collector and must be held to abide by the rules and requirements for debt 
collectors as detailed in the Federal Fair Debt Collections Practices Act (FDCPA). See U.S.C. 
§1692a(6) and Glazer v. Chase Home Fin., et al. 704 F. 3d 453 (6th Cir. 2013). 
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118. Under the FDCPA, PHH was required by 15 U.S.C. § 1692g(a) that within 5 days 
2 of the initial communication with the Nickersons they must provide a notice of the debt which 
3 includes the arnotu1t of debt, the name of the creditor and the provisions for disputing the debt. 
4 PHH did not provide a notice of debt to the Nickersons. 
5 119. Under RESPA, PHH was required by 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2)(B) "after 
6 conducting an investigation, provide the borrower with a written explanation or clarification." 
7 PHH refused to conduct any investigation and refused to provide the Nickersons with a written 
& explanation or c1arification regarding the disputed default. 
9 120. Under FCBA' s section 1666 procedural requirements provide that if proper notice 
1 O of a billing error is provided by the borrower, the creditor must, 1) send a written 
11 acknowledgment of the notice within 30 days; 2) investigate the matter; and 3) either correct the 
12 debtor's account or give a written explanation of the disputed billing error within 90 days. PHH 
13 did not comply with this requirement, 1) PHH did not send a written acknowledgment of the 
14 Nickersons dispute of the default; 2) PHH did not investigate the matter; and 3) PHH did not 
15 correct the account or give a written explanation. 
16 121. By law the mortgage servicer is required to save and store all communication 
17 behveen themselves and the mortgagor. The Nickersons insisted all conversations between the 
18 Nickersons and PHH and, or, Chase be tape recorded. The Nickersons were assured all 
19 conversations were being taped. The representatives even paused at times to "turn on the 
20 recording." At all times they promised the conversation was being taped. No taped conversations 
21 have been provided. The Nickersons also insisted notations be made on the accounts. No records 
22 of our countless and ex.tremely detailed conversations have been provided. These notations were 
23 read back to the Nickersons at the end of conversations at the request of the Nickersons. Both 
24 Chase and PHH have either broken the law by destroying evidence or are refusing to provide the 
25 requested communications records because they further incriminate them. There is no question 
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as to the existence of the records. Since Chase refused to provide receipts, statements, transactio 
2 records, error corrections and other documentation for the Nickersons as required by law, the 
3 records recorded by Chase are necessary for the Nickersons to be able to have due process of 
4 Jaw. Record retention is their rightful, lega] and regulated responsibility (12 C.F.R. § 1024.38). 
5 They have failed to perform it. Therefore~ the Nickersons should have the benefits of full 
6 performance under the !aw. 
7 122. Because PHH refused to research and validate the disputed default, refused to 
8 credit the payments made, refused to accept any payments from the Nickersons, refused to 
9 provide the Nickersons with the required documentation that would refute the default, and have 
10 admitted their account records are in error by over $11,000, PHH's accounting is inaccurate, and 
11 cannot be trusted or relied upon to provide foundation necessary for standing. Therefore, they 
12 cannot claim a default, they have no basis for claiming the 1'."ickersons have injured them and 
13 their complaint must be dismissed. A "Movant must show that it has an interest in the relevant 
14 note, and that it has been injured by debtor's conduct (presumably through a default on the note). 
15 Such is necessary to establish constitutional standing." In re Wilhelm, 407 B.R. 392,398 (Bankr. 
16 D. Idaho 2009). 
17 123. The law places the burden of responsibility for accurate accounting on the lender. 
18 It also requires them to provide to the borrower statements, receipts, and other transaction 
19 documentation. Chase violated, at a minimum, LC. § 9-1502 in refusing to do so. "\Vhoever pays 
20 money, or delivers an instrument or property, is entitled to a receipt therefor from the person to 
21 whom the payment or delivery is made and may demand a proper signature to such receipt as a 
22 condition of the payment or delivery." 
23 124. Furthermore, at a minimum, PHH should have complied with 12 C.F.R. § 1024.3 
24 which requires servicers to "(iii) Provide a borrower with accurate and timely information and 
25 documents in response to the borrower's requests for infonnation with respect to the borrower's 
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mortgage loan." There has been no breach by the defendants and PHH's claim must be . 
2 dismissed. PHH cannot provide accurate account records, they have no basis for, or any claim to, 
3 any alleged default or injury, and as a matter oflaw, PHH's daim should and must be dismissed. 
4 NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
5 Failure to Mitigate Damages - the doctrine of avoidable consequences 
6 (its basis is common law doctrine) 
7 125. The Nickersons assert PHH has failed to take reasonable steps or exercise any 
8 reasonable care to reduce, minimize, or mitigate any damages, injuries or loss they allegedly 
9 suffered. If PHH has suffered, it is because of PHH's own actions or inactions. 
1 O a. PHH should have accepted payments instead of refusing them. This would not 
11 only have reduced any alleged damage, but eliminated it altogether. 
12 b. PHH should have responded to the Nickersons' attempts to prevent and resolve 
13 the disputed default. 
14 c. PHH should have communicated with the Nickersons to discover the fabrication 
15 and origin of the disputed default and to provide opportunity to negotiate a 
16 reasonable cure for the disputed default. 
17 d. PHH should have worked with the Nickersons to reinstate the loan. 
IS e. PHH should have initiated resolution attempts prior to causing, initiating and 
19 pursuing foreclosure based on a known to them disputed and inaccurate default. 
20 126. In addition to the above, PHH, at a minimum, should have followed the error 
21 resolution procedures as outlined at 12 C.F .R. § 1024.35. "( e) Response to notice of error. ( l) 
22 Investigation and response requirements. (i) In general. Except as provided in paragraphs (f) and 
23 (g) of this section, a servicer must respond to a notice of error by either: (A) Correcting the error 
24 or errors identified by the borrower and providing the borrower with a written notification of the 
25 correction, the effective date of the correction, and contact information, including a telephone 
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number, for further assistance; or (B) Conducting a reasonable investigation and providing 1he 
2 borrower with a written notification that includes a statement that the servicer has determined 
3 that no error occurred, a statement of the reason or reasons for this determination, a statement of 
4 the borrower's right to request documents relied upon by the servicer in reaching its 
5 determination, information regarding how the borrower can request such documents, and contact 
6 information, including a telephone number, for further assistance." 
7 127. Since PHH has failed to mitigate any alleged dam.ages or injuries, they are, based 
8 on common law and the doctrine of avoidable consequences and I.C. § 73-116, responsible for 
9 their current state. Therefore, PHH's complaint and any alleged damages or injuries are of their 
10 ov...n creation, generation, making and cannot plausibly or possibly be redressed by any action 
11 against the Nickersons, and thus, PHH's complaint should be dismissed with prejudice and 1hey 
12 take nothing thereby. 
l3 TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
14 Negligence or Incompetence 
15 128. PHH was generally, ordinarily, wantonly, willfully, concurrently, comparatively, 
16 culpably, grossly, and subsequently negligent in their duties, obligations, and responsibilities 
l 7 under the alleged contract, because, among other negligent actions, 1) PHH failed to verify they 
1 & had legal standing to bring this complaint, i.e. that they actually o'.Nn and hold the Note and 
19 Mortgage, 2) PHH refused to verify the disputed default and claimed they did not have any 
20 account records (if you do not have the account records, you can not claim a default), 3) PHH 
21 refused to credit payments and other transactions the Nickersons proved had been made and had 
22 occurred, 4) PHH refused to accept the periodic payments the Nickersons were attempting to pay 
23 and, 5) PHH denied all attempts by the Nickersons to resolve the disputed default. PHH did not 
24 and does not now hold the :-Jote and Mortgage. PHH and their co-conspirators contributed all 
25 negligence that created any basis for this foreclosure claim. PHH has no cause of action in this 
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1 case. Therefore, the Nickersons assert any alleged injuries, damages or losses claimed or suffered 
2 by the Plaintiff are the responsibility of, and, or were caused by, the sole, and or, contributory 
3 negligence or incompetence of the Plaintiff, not the Nickersons. Any requested relief in favor of 
4 the Plaintiff should and must be denied and their complaint must be dismissed. LC. § 6-801. See 
5 Illinois fines first company in foreclosure document probe - Department of Financial and 
6 Professional Regulation finds evidence of "negligence or incompetence' by New Jersey based 
7 PHH Mortgage - Exhibit 12. 
8 ELKVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
9 Conditions Precedent 
lO 129. Condition precedent defined - "In a contract, an event which must take place 
11 before a party to a contract must perform or do their part." \\WW.legal-
12 dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/condition-precedent 
13 130. Condition precedent 1. As explained above, before any foreclosure action could 
14 have been legally commenced, PHH is required to hold the Note and Mortgage as required by 
15 laws, case law, statutes, codes, regulations and guidelines that control such proceedings. 
16 According to and as is evidenced by the Notice of New Creditor letter from Chase dated 
17 December 22, 2009 (Exhibit 9), and Chase's QV/R response letter dated January 10, 2014 
18 (Exhibit 1 ), Chase claims they did own and still do own the Nickersons' Note and Mortgage. 
19 PHH did not and does not own the Nickersons Note and Mortgage. 
20 13 L Condition precedent 2. Before PHH could act on a claimed default, they mus1 of 
21 necessity have verified the default and provided the Nickersons with every opportunity to 
22 challenge and cure the alleged default. 
23 132. Condition precedent 3. Before PHH C()uld claim a default, they must have offered 
24 the Nickersons the opportunity to pay. 
25 
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133. The Nickersons disputed the default and provided proof of payments and other 
2 transaction errors which proved the inaccuracy of the alleged default. However, PHH refused to 
3 accept the Nickersons proof or verify the default and blocked all efforts of the Nickersons to 
4 continue to make their periodic payments, communicate with Chase or to cure any alleged 
5 default. 
6 134. PHH demanded an erroneous default amount to be paid in full but refused to 
7 validate it. PHH has since drastically reduced their alleged default amount by over $11,000 
8 thereby 1) validating the Nickersons concerns over the accuracy of the alleged default (the 
9 Nickersons still contend there is no default) and 2) proving the inaccuracy of their records. 
10 135. Therefore, because PHH failed in their duties to perform the conditions precedent 
11 of verifying their standing to bring a complaint, verifying and making every effort to resolve the 
12 disputed default which was of their ovm making, and allowing the Nickersons the opportunity to 
13 pay, PHH's complaint should and must be dismissed. 
14 TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
15 Prevention of Performance 
16 (common law doctrine) 
17 136. "Prevention doctrine is a common-law principle of contract law which says that a 
18 contracting party has an implied duty not to do anything that prevents the other party from 
19 performing its obligation. A party who prevents performance of a contract may not complain of 
20 such nonperformance." www.definitions.uslegal.com. 
21 137. The Nickersons assert PHH prevented the Nickersons from performing by, I) 
22 refusing to verify the alleged default by claiming they did not have the account records, 2) 
23 refusing to allow the Nickersons to dispute and cure any alleged default, and 3) intentionally 
24 blocking the Nickersons' efforts to make payments. Because of the foregoing actions, PHH 
25 excused the Nickersons from performance and entitled the Nickersons to all of the benefits of 
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full performance. Therefore, since PHH prevented performance and reprobata pecunia leberat 
2 solventem - money refused releases the debtor, PHH has no basis for a complaint and their 
3 complaint must be dismissed. 
4 THIRTEENTH AFFIRl\'.IATIVE DEFENSE 
5 Waiver 
6 138. PHH has waived their right to bring th.is complaint because they prevented the 
7 Nickersons performance. A party who prevents performance of a contract may not complain of 
8 such nonperformance. PHH prevented performance by 1) failing to research the disputed default 
9 and providing the steps to cure it, 2) failing to respond to the Nickersons efforts to resolve the 
1 o disputed default, 3) failing to account for all of the payments made by the Nickersons, and 4) 
11 refusing to accept the Nickersons payments. Therefore, PHH has waived their right to complain 
12 about the Nickersons nonperformance and their complaint must be dismissed. 
13 139. I.C. § 6-101. Proceedings in foreclosure " ... (2) The provisions of this section 
14 must be construed in order to permit a secured creditor to realize upon collateral for a debt or 
15 other obligation agreed upon by the debtor and creditor." PHH does not hold the debt (Note) and 
16 thus, is not the secured creditor. 
17 140. PHH waived their right to bring this action because they failed to acquire the 
18 Nickersons Note and Mortgage. Prior to bringing an action for foreclosure, the Plaintiff must 
19 have become the Note owner and holder and must be able to produce the original Note and 
20 Mortgage. PHH has not and can not produce the original Note and Mortgage because l) Chase's 
21 latest claim is they have the original l\ote in their possession and that they are the investor 
22 (Exhibit 1), and 2) PHH's latest claim is the Mortgage Service Center is servicing the loan and 
23 by omission admits PHH is not the o\l\ner, holder or servicer of the Note and Mortgage. 
24 Therefore, since PHH has not provided proof of possession and ownership of the Note and 
25 
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Mortgage, PHH has waived their right to bring a complaint and their complaint must be 
2 dismissed. 
p.38 
3 141. PHH waived their right to be heard in this action because they have failed and 
4 refused to only tell the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth. PHH has filled the record 
5 with over one hundred (100) discrepancies, falsehoods and contradictory statements in the course 
6 of these proceedings (see Twenty-Second Affirmative Defense - Contradictory Statements). 
7 Therefore, since allegans contraria non est audiendus - one making contradictory statements is 
8 not to be heard, PHH's complaint must be dismissed. 
9 142. PHH waived their right to 'justice" because they have attempted it fraudulently. 
10 PHH has invoked the Idaho Justice System to enforce fraud on the Nickersons. The aUeged 
11 Mortgage is fraud, the assignments are fraud, and as attested to in the point above, almost every 
12 interaction, document and proceeding in this action is full of fraud. Therefore, sincefraus etjus 
13 nunquam cohabitant - fraud and justice never dwell together, PHH has waived their right to 
14 bring a complaint and their complaint must be dismissed. 
15 143. PHH waived their right to bring this complaint because they have broken the law. 
16 PHH has violated, among other laws and statues, the following: LC.§§ 7-601, 45-1502, 48-603, 
17 48-603C, 18-3203. 18-3601, 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e), 15 U.S.C. §§ 1641(f), 1641(g), 1692a, 1692b, 
18 1692c, 1692e, I692f, 1692g, and 12 C.F.R §§ 1024.35, 1024.38, New Jersey Statute§ 52:7-19, 
19 the common and statutory laws regarding breach of contract, prevention of performance, 
20 avoidable consequences, fraud, negligence, reasonable care, and the covenant of good faith and 
21 fair dealing. Therefore, sincefrustra legis auxilium quaerit qui in legem comittit-he who 
22 offends against the law vainly seeks the help of the law, PHH has waived their right to bring a 
23 complaint and their complaint must be dismissed. 
24 
25 
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FOURTEE1"TH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
Foreclosure Fraud 
144. fraus omnia vitiat - fraud vitiates everything 
2 
3 
4 145. "To say that all fraudulent misrepresentation must fit within Faw's nine-element 
5 formulation misconstrues the very nature of fraud. 'Fraud vitiates everything it touches. It is 
6 difficult to define; there is no absolute rule as to what facts constituted [sic] fraud; and the law 
7 does not provide one 'lest knavish ingenuity may avoid it." Massey-Ferguson, Inc. v. Bent 
8 Equipment Companv, 283 F.2d 12, 15 (5th Cir.1960). '[T)he law does not define fraud; it needs 
9 no definition; it is as old as falsehood and as versable as human ingenuity.'" Id Tusch 
10 Enterprises v. Coffin, 113 Idaho 37, 740 P.2d 1022 (I 987). 
11 146. PHH is defrauding the Nickersons and the Court by falsifying their status as the 
12 holder of the Note and Mortgage in order to attempt to fraudulently and \lvrongfully foreclose. 
13 147. There are so many fraudulent misrepresentations and conflicting accounts about 
14 what happened to the Nickersons Note that it is difficult and seemingly impossible to untangle 
15 and present. The following is an attempt to demonstrate the fraud, or at least a portion ofit, 
16 surrounding the Note and Mortgage presented and the record of transfer of the Kote and 
17 Mortgage according to the evidence presented thus far (See Exhibits 13 and 14 for a visual 
18 illustration of the dual claims of ownership of the Note and Mortgage presented): 
19 a. Coldwell originated the loan on October 4, 2002. FRAUD ALERT! Coldwell 
20 represented to the Nickersons this loan on fifty (50) acres was secured by a 
21 Mortgage not a Deed of Trust and subsequently filed a Deed of Trust in the 
22 county land records instead. 
23 b. Fannie Mae allegedly bought the loan on December 27, 2002, (Exhibit IO). 
24 FRAUD ALERT! The fraudulent documents provided to Fannie Mae show the 
25 property was forty ( 40) acres or less even though the property is fifty (50) acres. 
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FRAUD ALERT! There is no record of this transfer to Fannie Mae in the county 
land records. 
c. Coldwell allegedly sold the servicing rights to Chase on November l, 2007, 
(Exhibit 15). FRAUD ALERT! PHH claims Fannie Mae had Chase service the 
Note. 
d. Coldwell allegedly assigned, sold, and transferred ov.mership to Chase on 
November 20, 2007, (Exhibit 11). FRAUD ALERT! Coldwell already sold the 
loan to Fannie Mae in 2002 (Exhibit 10) and therefore, could not assign, sell or 
transfer anything to Chase in 2007. nemo dat quod non habit - one cannot grant 
what one does not have. Additional FRAUD ALERT! There is no record of the 
alleged transfer of ownership from Coldwell to Fannie Mae in the Clearwater 
County land records. 
e. Chase purchased the Note (presumably from Fannie Mae) on December 3, 2009, 
and sent the Nickersons a Notice of:\"ew Creditor. See Exhibits 9 and 10. 
FRAUD ALERT! Chase denied ownership of the Note at least eight (8) times in 
their responses to interrogatories and used this excuse in order to avoid answering 
the interrogatories and prevent the Nickersons from completing discovery. In 
addition, the Notice of Kew Creditor claims the transfer was recorded in the 
county land records. There is no record of this transfer in the Clearwater County 
land records. FRAUD ALERT! Coldwell allegedly assigned the Note to Chase in 
November 2007 which was two years prior to when Chase claims purchasing it. 
f. Chase allegedly sold servicing rights 10 PHH beginning February 5, 2010, 
(Exhibit4). FRAUD ALERT! Immediately upon transfer both PHH and Chase 
claimed they didn't have the account records, had no access to previous or current 
records, and had no ability to receive or accept payments. 
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g. PHH claimed, in their response to interrogatories, Fannie Mae transferred the note 
directly to them based on the allonges to the Note. FRAUD ALERT! There are no 
allonges on the Note and the only indorsement on the Note shows Cendant 
Mongage. Fannie Mae could not have indorsed the Note to Cendant Mortgage in 
2010 because Cendant Mortgage retired their name in 2005 which is five (5) year 
prior to ·when PHH claimed this transfer took place. 
h. Chase allegedly assigned, sold, and transferred ownership to PHH via an 
assignment dated June 9, 2010, (Exhibit 8). FRAUD ALERT! Both Chase and 
PHH have claimed Chase never owned the Note. FRAUD ALERT! PHH claimed 
ownership based on a fictitious transfer from Fannie Mae. FRAUD ALERT! 
Chase now claims ownership of the Note from December 3, 2009, to this day 
(Exhibits 1 and 9). FRAUD ALERT! During litigation Chase's claims are 
different from their claims prior to and separate from these proceedings. 
1. Chase sent a "Notice of New Creditor" to the Nickersons on December 22, 2009, 
claiming to purchase the Nickersons loan (Exhibit 9). Also, as of January 10, 
2014, Chase is still claiming ownership of the Note (Exhibit 1). FRAUD ALERT! 
In their interrogatory responses and summary judgment arguments, both PHH and 
Chase have claimed Chase did not own the Note and that Chase was only a 
servicer and PHH received ownership via a transfer from Fannie Mae. PHH and 
Chase can not claim Chase was only the servicer when Chase is claiming 
O\.Vnership as of December 3, 2009, and continues to claim ownership to this day. 
Therefore, the assignment, Exhibit 8, is fraudulent since Chase's interest in the 
Note and Mortgage did not and could not have transferred to PHH. 
J. PHR in response to and as required by the Q \7./R, has provided a copy of another 
Note (Exhibit 7). The QWR asked PHH to provide "A full, double sided, certified 
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'true and accurate' copy of the original promissory note." This copy of the Note 
does not have any indorsements or other markings on it which is different and not 
at all like the copy of the Note PHH provided with their complaint (see Complaint 
Exhibit C). FRAUD ALERT! No more hot potato Note games. It is time for 
justice to be served and PHH and Chase to get burned for their willful, reckless 
and outrageous conduct and obstruction of justice. There cannot be three original 
Notes. This is criminal. Case dismissed. 
148. PHH knew there was no indorsement on the Note from Fannie Mae and knew 
9 there was no record of transfer from Fannie ~fae to PHH so by conspiring with Chase and Just 
10 Law they crafted a fraudulent assignment in order to produce a fraudulent record of transfer 
l I (Exhibit 8) in an attempt to provide them with a fraudulent proof of ovvnership. 
l 2 a. Exhibit 8, the assignment from Chase to PHH, is fraudulent because Chase did 
13 not transfer anything to PHH. Chase claims to have purchased the Nickersons 
14 loan on December 3, 2009 (Exhibit 9), and Chase claims to still be in possession 
15 of the Note and to be the investor in 2014 (Exhibit 1). 
16 b. Exhibit 8 is fraudulent because it references Just Law as the successor trustee. 
l 7 However, PHH did not have the alleged authority to appoint Just Law as 
1 8 successor trustee until this assignment was executed. Therefore, this assignment is 
19 referencing a successor trustee that could not legally have been a successor 
20 trustee. 
21 c. Exhibit 8 is fraudulent because it was executed by robo-signer Kirsten Bailey 
22 (Exhibit 16). 
23 149. The Nickersons thought and were told by Coldwell their property and loan did not 
24 meet the Fannie Mae qualifications and guidelines. However, since Coldwell did allegedly sell 
25 
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the Nickersons loan to Fannie Mae, it must have been Coldwell's intention all along to defraud 
2 Fannie Mae as well as the Nickersons by their commission of fraud in the factum. 
3 150. If PHH is allowed to fraudulently, VvTongfully and illegally foreclose, the 
4 Nickersons will lose the money, equity, investment and years of hard work they have invested in 
5 their property. 
6 151. PHH is defrauding and swindling the Nickersons by this action. PHH caused any 
7 alleged default by their refusal of payments. PHH was fully aware the alleged default claimed 
8 was -wrong due to the numerous phone calls and written and verbal other communications 
9 initiated by the Nickersons in their attempts to make payments and resolve the disputed default. 
10 152. At the time of PHH's original claim of default the Nickersons disputed it, 
I 1 informed them about all of the accounting issues they had ,'Vi.th Chase and how those had been 
12 corrected, made them aware that Chase had accepted payments after all issues were resolved and 
13 told the Nickersons they were current and in good standing. In addition, the Nickersons provided 
14 PHH with proof of payments and other transactions disputing and proving the default claimed 
15 was wrong. 
16 153. Knowing the default was in dispute and proof challenging the default had been 
17 provided, PHH refused to research the dispute and in fact, claimed they did not have any account 
1 8 records. How can you claim a default if you do not have the account records and do not know if 
19 payments have or have not been made? RESP A 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2)(B) "after conducting an 
20 investigation, provide the borrower with a written explanation or clarification." PHH was 
21 required to research any dispute when requested and provide a written explanation or 
22 clarification. PHH refused to do so and recklessly, outrageously and purposefully proceeded 
23 down the path towards foreclosure prior to when they allegedly obtained interest in the 
24 Nickersons Note and Mortgage in June of 2010. 
25 
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154. PHH then attempted an illegal non-judicial foreclosure based on the fraudulent 
2 and unlawful default and fraudulent and unlawful Deed of Trust presented before bringing this 
3 judicial action, and only stopped it, not because it was illegal and they wanted to do the right 
4 thing, but because they were challenged and threatened with legal action. 
5 155. PHH has since admitted their default amount was wrong (the one they 
6 fraudulently used to block resolution attempts, for their illegal non-judicial foreclosure attempt 
7 and for posting in the newspaper), and has provided by sworn affidavit a new default amount. In 
8 addition to containing contradictory, inaccurate and incomplete information, the sworn affidavit 
9 alleging the new default amount contains notary fraud. New Jersey Statute§ 52:7-19. Affixation 
IO of Name. "Each notary public, in addition to subscribing his autograph signature to any jurat 
L l upon the administration of any oath or the taking of any acknowledgment or proof, shall affix 
12 thereto his name in such a manner and by such means, including, but not limited to, printing, 
13 typing, or impressing by seal or mechanical stamp, as will enable the Secretary of State easily to 
14 read said name." (emphasis added). The notary did not sign the document. "A signed 
1 s notarization is the ultimate assurance upon which the whole world is entitled to rely that the 
16 proper person signed a document on the stated day and place ... a false notarization is a crime and 
17 undermines the integrity of our institutions upon which all must rely upon the faithful fulfillment 
18 of the notary's oath." Klem v. Vlashington Mut. Bank, 295 P.3d 1179, 176 Wash. 2d 771 (2013). 
]9 156. PHH's only witness has produced contradictory affidavits and has committed 
20 fraud and culpable neg1igence in the execution of at least one of his affidavits. allegans 
21 contraria non est audiendus - one making contradictory statements is not to be heard, and 
22 Jrustra legis aux.ilium quaerit qui in legem comittit - he who offends against the law vainly 
23 seeks the help of the law. 
24 
25 





157. PHH and Just Law have willfully, intentionally, relentlessly, outrageously and 
2 maliciously attempted to :fraudulently and wrongfully pursue foreclosure on the Nickersons 
3 property. 
4 158. Since PHH's complaint is solely based on fraud, as a matter of law, their 
5 complaint should and must be dismissed. 




















159. The Robo-Signing Scandal 
"For years, in foreclosure actions in Maryland, 'courts, with good reason and 
really of necessity, have relied on the accuracy of affidavits, especially when filed 
by attorneys, unless there is something on the face of the document to suggest 
otherwise or the validity of the affidavit is challenged.' Wilner, supra at 1. This 
system of trust collapsed with the shocking discovery that in thousands, if not tens 
of thousands, of residential foreclosure actions, the affidavits filed with the courts 
were 'bogus': 'the affiant either did not have sufficient knowledge of the facts 
stated in the affidavit to validly attest to their accuracy or did not actually read or 
personally sign the affidavit' id. at 1, 2. This practice became known as 'robo-
signing' -the term that ·describes mortgage servicers' response to the tremendo 
volume of mortgage defaults and foreclosures after 2007: assembly-line signing 
and notarizing of affidavits for foreclosure cases, mortgage assignments, note 
allonges and related documents, all filed in courts and deed recorders in counties 
across the United States.' White, A. supra at 469-70." Attorney Grievance 
Commission ofA1arylandv. Dore, 433 Md. 685, 73 A.3d I61 (2013). 
160. Robo-signers are: I) any persons in the mortgage industry who, under oath, sign a 
mortgage affidavit, assignment, power of attorney, etc. without personally verifying the 
information is true, 2) individuals who forge executive signatures, 3) lower-level employees who 
sign their own name and lie about their title, i.e. impersonate an officer of the company, 4) 
people who execute documents when a notary is not present thereby causing the notary to lie 
about their acknowledgment and, 5) notaries who acknowledge fraudulent signatures, 
impersonators, and documents that are signed outside of their presence. In all of these cases, 
robo-signing involves unethical people illegally signing critical documents and falsely swearing 
to their truth and accuracy, while deliberately choosing not to verify the infonnation they stated 
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as absolute fact and for the express purpose to intentionally and maliciously fraud and defraud 
2 innocent homeowners. 
3 161. Robo-signer James Kucherka executed the assignment from Coldwell Banker to 
4 Chase as Vice President of Coldwell Banker (Exhibit I 1 ). James Kucherka executed assignments 
5 as the alleged V.P. of at least 6 different mortgage companies within 1 year. He signed for: 1) 
6 ABN Arnro Mortgage Group, Inc., by CitiMortgage, Inc., 2) American Home Mortgage Corp., 
7 3) Century 21 Mortgage, 4) Coldwell Banker Mortgage, 5) ERA Mortgage, and 6) National City 
8 Bank. This is a practical impossibihty and criminally deceptive. 
9 162. James Kucherka did not verify the accuracy or content of1he document he 
10 executed. As evidenced previously, the assignment from Coldwell to Chase is fraudulent which 
11 Mr. Kucherka deliberately chose to ignore and failed to investigate for accuracy. Coldwell was 
12 no longer a holder of the note nor did they have beneficial interest. He should have knovm that 
13 the assignment was false and misleading and was assigning an asset that Coldwell did not own. 
14 Therefore, by executing this assignment he was intentionally defrauding the Nickersons, the 
15 Court and the world at large by contaminating the county land records. 
16 163. James Kucherka did not comply with notary procedures. He w--as required to 
17 execute this assignment in the presence of a notary. This is extremely difficult to accomplish 
18 when the notary of choice, Gayle Craine, is a person who does not even exist. 
19 164. James Kucherka is a robo-signer. Therefore, any documents he has signed should 
20 be considered null and void, and, or regarded with high suspicion and cause for investigation. 
21 165. Robo-signer Leah Boedeker co-signed the assignment from Coldwell to Chase 
22 (Exhibit 11 ). She executed assignments as Assistant V .P. of at least 4 different mortgage 
23 companies: 1) ABN Amro Yiongage Group, Inc., by CitiMortgage, Inc., 2) Coldwell Banker 
24 Mortgage, 3) Deutsche Bank Trust Company Americas, and 4) Commercial Federal Mortgage 
25 Corporation. 
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166. Additionally, Leah Boedeker did not validate the accuracy of this assignment nor 
2 did she sign in the presence of a notary. Leah Boedecker was a co-robo-signer with James 
3 Kucherka and therefore, any documents she has signed should be considered null and void. 
4 167. The assignment from Coldwell to Chase (Exhibit 11) is notarized by a fake notary 
5 - Gayle Craine does not exist. According to documentation found online, the evidence 
6 demonstrates Gayle Craine does not exist. This documentation shows that the drivers license and 
7 social security number given to obtain the notary commission do not match up to any known 
8 person. And the exact name that she gave for the commission, Gayle Craine, shows that NO 
9 ONE in the state of Texas exists with that name at all. This is intentional and malicious 
Io notarization Fraud. 
11 168. Robo-signer Kirsten Bailey executed the assignment from Chase to PHH (Exhibit 
12 8). Kirsten Bailey is listed as a robo-signer by Marie McDonnell, a Mortgage Fraud and Forensic 
13 Analyst and Certified Fraud Examiner (Exhibit 16), and Kirsten Bailey executed assignments for 
14 at least six different companies: 1) BOA - Bank of America, 2) >fations Banc, 3) Key Corp, 4) 
15 Fleet, 5) Sha,1vmut, and 6) Chase. 
16 169. Kirsten Bailey failed to verify the accuracy or content of the assignment from 
17 Chase to PHH. This assignment is inaccurate and fraudulent because Chase did not transfer 
18 anything to PHH (see Exhibits 1 and 9), and it references Just Law as the successor trustee. Just 
19 Law could not have become the successor trustee until PHH had the Note and Mortgage which is 
20 what this assignment was allegedly doing. 
21 170. The second affidavit of Ron Casperite which PHH is relying upon to attempt to 
22 prove up a default contains notary fraud. The notary stamped it but did not sign it. New Jersey 
23 Statute § 52:7-19. Affixation of Name. "Each notary public, in addition to subscribing his 
24 autograph signature to any jurat upon the administration of any oath or the taking of any 
25 acknowledgment or proof, shall affix thereto his name in such a manner and by such means, 
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1 including, but not limited to, printing, typing, or impressing by seal or mechanical stamp, as will 
2 enable the Secretary of State easily to read said name." (emphasis added). "A signed notarization 
3 is the ultimate assurance upon which the whole world is entitled to rely that the proper person 
4 signed a document on the stated day and place. Local, interstate, and international transactions 
5 involving individuals, banks, and corporations proceed smoothly because all may rely upon the 
6 sanctity of the notary's seal. This court does not take lightly the importance of a notary's 
7 obligation to verify the signor's identity and the date of signing by having the signature 
8 performed in the notary's presence .. .'The proper functioning of the legal system depends on the 
9 honesty of notaries who are entrusted to verify the signing of legaIJy significant documents.' ... a 
LO false notarization is a crime and undermines the jntegrity of our institutions upon wmch all must 
l l rely upon the faithful fulfillment of the notary's oath." Klem v. Washington Mut. Bank, 295 P.3d 
12 1179, 176 Wash. 2d 771 (2013). 
13 1 71. Therefore, since the documents PHH relies upon to allege ownership and allege 
14 default are robo-signed and fraudulent, PHH' s complaint must be dismissed. 
15 SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
16 Inequitable Agreement 
17 172. The Nickersons assert the Plaintiff is not permitted to profit from its own inequity_ 
1 & unfairness and unjustness. Plaintiff seeks to foreclose an agreement that is abhorrent under the 
19 law and is not the agreement or representative of the agreements to which the defendants agreed 
20 to. 
21 173. The agreement presented constitutes an inequitable agreement because it attempts 
22 to take away the Nickersons right to a Mortgage as the secmity instrument. The Nickersons 
23 generally and specifically agreed to a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust. 
24 174. A Mortgage is not a Deed of Trust. "Because the legislature bas created a separate 
25 scheme for deeds of trust, the rationale for Brown v. Bryan, that mortgages and deeds of trust are 
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functional equivalents, is undercut. The legislature obviously intended separate treatment; 
2 therefore, they are not functionally the same. A mortgage and a deed of trust are also separately 
3 defined. Compare I.C. § 45-901 with J.C. § 45-1502(3)." Frazier v. Neilsen & Co , 115 Idaho 
4 739, 769 P. 2d 11 ll, 1114 (1989). 
5 175. Mortgages and Deeds of Trust are fundamentally unique and are distinctly 
6 defined and carry with them noticeably different rights, responsibilities, privileges, redemptions, 
7 marketability, security and remedies. 
8 176. A Mortgage - LC. § 45-90 I. Mortgage defined. "Mortgage is a contract 
9 excepting a trust deed or transfer in trust by which specific property is hypothecated for the 
IO performance of an act without the necessity of a change of possession." 
11 177. A Deed of Trust - I.C. § 45-1502. Definitions. "(3) 'Trust deed' means a deed 
12 executed in conformity with this act and conveying real property to a trustee in trust to secure the 
13 performance of an obligation of the grantor or other person named in the deed to a beneficiary." 
14 178. A Mortgage is a lien. I.C. § 45-906. 
lS 179. A Deed of Trust is a deed conveying real property to a trustee in trust. LC. § 45-
16 1502(3). 
t7 180. There are only t\vo parties in a Mortgage contract- mortgagor (borrower) and 
18 mortgagee (lender). 
19 181. There are three parties in a Deed of Trust contract-trustor/grantor (borrower), 






182. The homeowner (borrower) holds the title to the property with a Mortgage. I.e. § 
183. The Trustee holds the title to the property with a Deed of Trust. LC. § 45-1502(4). 
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184. A Mortgage can be used on any real property irregardless of size or location. I.C. 
2 § 45-1001. What may be mortgaged. "Any interest in real property which is capable of being 
3 transferred may be mortgaged." 
4 185. A Deed of Trust is limited to use on properties forty ( 40) acres or less that are 
5 located within an incorporated city or village. I.C. § 45-1502(5). 
6 186. Upon satisfaction, the mortgagee must deliver a certificate of discharge to the 
7 mortgagor or record a satisfaction of mortgage. I.C. § 45-915. 
8 187. Upon satisfaction, the property is to be recoaveyed to the grantor by the trustee. 




188. A :\1ortgage does not have a power of sale clause. LC. § 45-110. 
189. A Deed of Trust grants a power of sale to the trustee. I.C. § 45-1503. 
190. A Deed of Trust prohibits redemption. LC.§ 45-150&. Finality ofsale. " ... shall 
13 have no right to redeem the property ... " 
14 191. A Mortgage provides for the right ofredemption. I.C. §§ 6-101, 11-310, 11-401 
15 andll-402. 
16 192. A Deed of Trust is not simply a Mortgage with a power of sale. That is like sayin 
17 a jackass is a plow horse just because they can both pull a plow. They are two very distinct and 
18 different creatures, with different purposes, uses, and capabilities, and in a similar way, deeds of 
19 trust and mongages are two very distinct security instruments. 
20 193. The agreement presented constitutes an inequitable agreement because it unfairly 
21 claims adhesive Deed of Trust rights that can not, should not and do not exist on the fifty (50) 
22 acre property purchased by the Nickersons. 
23 194. As a matter of law, the presented agreement attempts to forego rights created by 
24 the laws of Idaho on properties over forty (40) acres. Specifically, among 0th.er issues, the 
25 
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1 agreement provides a Power of Sale, empowers a Trustee, and wrongfully grants the Plaintiff the 
2 right to unlawfully enter the premises without benefit of legal action. 
3 195. The Nickersons agreed to a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust. 
4 196. The Nickersons trusted and had no reason to doubt the representations of 
5 Coldwell Banker were true, fair, just and honest. Altering documents, language and intent to 
6 deceive constitutes an inequitable agreement. 
7 197. The agreement presented constitutes an inequitable agreement because the 
8 Nickersons' property is fifty (50) acres in size and this document fraudulently and recklessly 
9 mischaracterizes the property by stating it is forty (40) acres or less. 
10 198. The agreement presented constitutes an inequitable agreement because a Deed of 
11 Trust does not carry with it the same rights, benefits and protections for the homeowner as a 
12 Yrortgage, and a forty (40) acre or less property is more marketable to investors. This provides 
13 Coldwell Banker with unjust, unfair, undeserved and unlawful advantage. This intentionaJ and 
14 clear misrepresentation of the facts implicates and demonstrates fraud and foul play to defraud 
l 5 the Nickersons and to make the loan more marketable, presumably for the subsequent saJe to 
16 Fannie Mae. "\Vb.ereas the availability of more adequate financing for home construction and 
17 business expansion is essential to the development of the State of Idaho, and Whereas such 
18 financing for real estate of not more than three acres is more available with little or no equity in 
19 the borrower and on amortization terms over a long period of years and by the use of deeds of 
20 trust as herein provided; Now Therefore, the use of deeds of trust of estates in real property of 
21 not more than three acres as hereinafter provided is hereby declared to be the public policy of the 
22 State ofldaho." § l, Chap. 181, Laws 1957. Roos v. Belcher, 79 Idaho 473,321 P.2d 210 (1958). 
23 199. The agreement presented constitutes an inequitable agreement because it does not 
24 reflect the true agreements made between Coldwell Banker and the Nickersons. 1) The 
25 Nickersons assert the paperwork presented does not accurately reflect the paperwork presented t 
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them at closing nor does it reflect the true agreements made between Coldwell Banker and the 
2 Nickersons. 2) The Nickersons understood there are differences between a Deed of Trust and a 
3 Mortgage and clearly refused to sign a Deed of Trust at closing. Coldwell Banker and the 
4 Closing Agent assured the Nickersons they were executing a Mortgage. 3) The Nickersons 
5 noticed and had specific concerns at closing, but Coldwell addressed those, provided oral and 
6 written assurances they were purchasing fifty (50) acres, they were executing a Mortgage, and 
7 generally and specifically alleviated any concerns the l\ickersons might have. 
8 200. Coldwell Banker confirmed, assured and made credible and convincing promises 
9 to the Nickersons they were in fact executing a Mortgage and not a Deed of Trust. 
10 201. The Closing Agent indicated she had been told and believed the Nickersons were 
11 getting a mortgage on the fifty (50) acres, that the oral and \Vritten assurance fixed any problems 
12 or questions that had been raised and that the Nickersons were safe to execute the document. If 
13 there was a problem, the problem would be Coldwell's not the Nickersons. 
14 202. The Nickersons trusted these assurances and proceeded with the closing as they 
15 had no reason not to trust Coldwell Banker or the Closing Agent. 
16 203. In Idaho, properties over forty ( 40) acres are secured with a Mortgage not a Deed 
17 ofTrust. 
18 204. The agreement presented constitutes an inequitable agreement because it clearly 
19 violates the language and intentions of the contractual agreement between Coldwell Banker and 
20 the Nickersons. 
21 205. Coldwell Banker Mortgage indicated a few days prior to the closing that they 
22 were not licensed to finance a property in Idaho that was greater than twenty (20) acres. 
23 206. After much discussion, Dominic Forbes told the Nickersons they had worked the 
24 conflict out and closing would occur on schedule. 
25 
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207. At the closing, the Nickersons thoroughly questioned the Closing Agent who 
2 made multiple calls to Coldwell Banker to ensure the Nickersons \Vere getting not only a 
3 Mortgage, and not a Deed of Trust, but the type oL\1ongage they had agreed to. 
4 208. Executing a Deed of Trust was never considered as an option the Nickersons 
5 would be willing to agree to during the loan process or at closing. Witness Testimony will 
6 confirm this at trial. 
7 209. The agreement presented constitutes an inequitable agreement because it infringes 
8 on the Nickersons rights to be treated justly and fairly in all financial and lending transactions by 
9 Coldwell Banker not behaving and acting according to principles of equality and justice. 
10 210. The language contained within the document being presented is language used in 
11 a deed of trust which, among other things, gives the false and unlawful impression that one could 
12 foreclose on this property non-judicially and that no redemption rights would be granted. 
13 211. This makes this Mortgage more marketable to investors, robs the Nickersons of 
14 certain property rights, and diminishes the security of their investment. 
15 212. Further, it violates all other rights and privileges associated with the Mortgage the 
16 Nickersons paid to receive and based their agreement upon. 
17 213. Therefore, because this Mortgage is attempting to take away all of the rights and 
18 privileges of a Mortgage and replace them with the language, intent and substance of a Deed of 
19 Trust, this constitutes an inequitable agreement and PHH's claims must be dismissed. LC. § 45-
20 110. 
21 214. The agreement presented constitutes an inequitable agreement because it unjustly 
22 provides the right to take possession of a property when they do not have a legal right to it. A 
23 Mortgage has no Power of Sale clause, no Trustee, and provides specific redemption rights. The 
24 Mortgage presented claims rights of possession that the Nickersons did not agree to. Further, 
25 PHH has not shown any evidence that they have standing, ownership or beneficial interest in the 
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Nickersons property. Therefore, they have no rights to take possession and PHH's claims must 
2 be dismissed. 
3 SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
4 Unconsdonability 
5 215. ""For a contract or contractual provision to be voided as unconscionable, it must 
6 be both procedurally and substantively unconscionable.' Lovev v. Regence BlueShield o(Jdaho, 
7 139 Idaho 37. 42. 72 P.3d 877, 882 (2003) (citing Walker v. American Cyanamid Co .• 130 Idaho 
8 824. 948 P .2d 1123 (1997)). Procedural unconscionability relates to the bargaining process and i 
9 typically indicated by either lack of voluntariness or lack of knowledge: Lack of voluntariness 
10 can be shown by factors such as the use of high-pressure tactics, coercion, oppression or threats 
11 short of duress ... or by great imbalance on the parties' bargaining power with the stronger party's 
12 terms being nonnegotiable and the weaker party being prevented by market factors, timing, or 
13 other pressures from being able to contract with another party on more favorable terms or to 
14 refrain from contracting at all .... Lack of knowledge can be shown by lack of understanding 
15 regarding the contract terms arising from the use of inconspicuous print, ambiguous wording, or 
16 complex legalistic language ... ; the lack of opportunity to study the contract and inquire about its 
I7 terms ... ; or disparity in the sophistication, knowledge, or experience of the parties, . .. Id. 
18 Substantive unconscionability relates to the terms of the agreement. 'The contract or provision is 
19 substantively unconscjonable if it is a bargain that no person in his or her senses and not under 
20 delusion would make on the one hand and that no honest and fair person would accept on the 
21 other."' Id. US Welding, Inc. v. BATTELLE ENERGY ALLIANCE, 728 F. Supp. 2d 1110 (D. 
22 Idaho 2010). 
216. The Nickersons assert the Mortgage presented by the Plaintiff is unconscionable 
24 and therefore, should, as matter of law, be void. 
25 217. First, the Mortgage is procedurally unconscionable because: 
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a. There was a lack of voluntariness -
i. At closing, the Nickersons were unrepresented by counsel and were 
unsure about the documents. They thoroughly questioned the Coldwell 
loan speciaUst and the closing agent to make sure the security instrument 
they were getting was a Mortgage. Coldwell assured the Nickersons 
verbally and in writing that the security instrument was a Mortgage with 
all of the rights and privileges of a Mortgage and not a deed of trust. 
11. The Nickersons were ready to close on the property, had negotiated in 
good faith with the seller, had been working with Coldwell for months to 
find the right property, the seller was allegedly leaving the country, and 
thus, could not now attempt to find another lender at this late hour or 
refrain from closing. 
b. There was a lack ofknowledge-
1. Although the Nickersons bad an understanding of mortgages, they were by 
no means experts in the field of mortgage lending and financing. There 
was great disparity in "sophistication, knowledge, or experience of the 
parties°' which is particularly evident in the fact this Mortgage exists as 
presented. 
11. In addition, the language and terms of the contract were ambiguous in 
terms of a :\1ortgage. The documents contained complex legalistic 
language the Nickersons did not understand. However, the Nickersons 
trusted and had no reason not to trust Coldwell's and the Closing Agent's 
verbal and written assurances that they were indeed getting a Mortgage 
not a deed of trust. Contra preferentum - if the words in a contract are 
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ambiguous, the contract should be interpreted against the one who vvrote 
the words. 
218. Second, the Mongage is substantively unconscionable because, 1) no one in their 
4 right mind would agree to a deed of trust and be subjected to its restrictions when by right and 
5 law they could only get a Mortgage, 2) no honest person would craft such a deception as 
6 substituting a Mortgage with a deed of trust, 3) no honest or fair person would subsequently 
7 accept a deed of trust when by right and law they could only get a Mortgage, and 4) no 
8 reasonable and law abiding person would execute an illegal document and jeopardize their 
9 personal interest, rights and investment in a property 
10 219. The Mortgage is unconscionable in that it violates the Nickersons prior 
11 knowledge and the established reputation of Coldwell, promising to treat customers like family, 
r2 ·who the Nickersons could trust to protect and secure their investments and interests. Based on 
l3 the "at that time" reputation of Coldwell Banker, the Nickersons nor any reasonable person 
14 would have or presumably should have questioned or been suspicious of the integrity, validity or 
15 intention of loan documents drafted by Coldwell. Cenainly it would have been reasonable for an 
16 investor, such as Fannie Mae, who was familiar with Coldwell, or the Nickersons to trust any 
17 representation by Coldwell as to the type of security instrument use~ size of the property, 
18 c.orrect legal verbiage, agreement being fair and just, etc. It is unconscionable that Coldwell in 
19 order to gain unjust enrichment has put their good name in jeopardy. 
20 220. The Mortgage is unconscionable because it is a contract of adhesion. Contracts of 
21 adhesion are defined as 1) a contract that is unfair and in favor of one party over the other 
22 (www.idaholegalaid.org/dictionary), 2) a contract that is not negotiated by the parties and that is 
23 usually embodied in a standard form prepared by the dominant party 
24 (www.dictionary.findlaw.com/definitionfcontract.html), and 3) a contract (often a signed form) 
25 so imbalanced in favor of one party over the other that there is a strong implication it was not 
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freely bargained (www.legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com). Coldwell presented standard 
2 mortgage documents to the Nickersons with verbiage and terms the Nickersons had to agree to if 
3 the Nickersons were to purchase this property through Coldwell. The Nickersons were not 
4 represented by counsel and relied solely on the presentation and representation of the Coldwell 
5 loan specialist and the closing agent that their investment and interests were being protected. The 
6 document presented utilizes a deed of trust document, IDAHO-Sing]e Family-Fannie 
7 MaeiFreddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT Fonn 3013 (a standardized form as evidenced by 
8 the footer at the bottom of the page). The Nickersons were emphatica1ly told by Coldwell that 
9 they were getting a Mortgage. The document presented now seems to be a standard Idaho Deed 
Io of Trust form which does not provide the significantly and substantially different rights and 
11 privileges that would, should and must be a part of a mortgage, not only in Idaho, but an)'\:\'here 
12 in the nation. This intentional misrepresentation was deceptive and misleading to the Nickersons 
13 and any other person who might eventually have interest in these documents. 
14 221. The Nickersons assert this unconscionable Mortgage presented was purposefully 
15 created to deceive Fannie Mae in order for Coldwell to sell it to them. 
16 222. The Nickersons assert attempting to unlawfully embezzle property rights from the 
17 Nickersons on a fifty (50) acre property by "cleverly'1 and deceptively representing to the 
18 Nickersons they were getting a mortgage when it was clearly crafted and intended to be a deed o 
19 trust for a property that was forty (40) acres or less is not only unconscionable, but clearly 
20 demonstrates the intention to fraud and defraud the Nickersons and is in violation ofI.C. § 48-
21 603C. Unconscionable methods, acts or practices. "(2) In determining whether a method, act 
22 or practice is unconscionable, the following circumstances shall be taken into consideration by 
23 the court: ... (c) Whether the alleged violator knowingly or with reason to know, induced the 
24 consumer to enter into a transaction that was excessively one-sided in favor of the a11eged 
25 violator." 
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223. This unconscionable Mortgage is unquestionably more favorable to Coldwell 
2 because they could represent this mortgage document to potential buyers and investors in such a 
3 way that they could easily believe they were investing in a property that v,ms covered by a deed 
4 of trust which would be more attractive to the buyers and investors than the traditional and 
5 lawful mortgage because they could easily and inexpensively foreclose non-judicially and would 
6 not be encwnbered by a judicial proceeding and sale, with its attendant period of redemption, 
7 during all of which the borrower remains in possession. 
224. "Whereas the availability of more adequate financing for home construction and 
9 business expansion is essential to the development of the State of Idaho, and Whereas such 
1 o financing for real estate of not more than three acres is more available with little or no equity in 
11 the borrower and on amortization terms over a long period of years and by the use of deeds of 
12 trust as herein provided; Now Therefore, the use of deeds of trust of estates in real property of 
13 not more than three acres as hereinafter provided is hereby declared to be the public policy of the 
14 State ofldaho." § 1, Chap. 181, Laws 1957. Roos v. Belcher, 79 Idaho 473, 321 P.2d 210 (1958). 
15 225. This unconscionable Mortgage is unquestionably unfavorable to the Nickersons 
l 6 because it threatens and negates their large acreage property rights, creates high risk and 
17 vulnerability for a wrnngful foreclosure, and generally and specifically strips them and negates 
18 their rights and agreements with Coldwell. 
19 226. Therefore, the Mortgage presented by PHH is clearly unconscionable, is one of 
20 adhesion, is unenforceable, and thus, PHH has no right to action and their complaint should and 
21 must be dism1ssed. 
22 EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
23 Estoppel 
24 227. Upon alleged transfer from Chase, PHH represented to the Nickersons they had 
25 beneficial interest in the Kickersons Note and Mortgage. The Nickersons relied upon this 
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representation and focused all of their efforts toward PHH in order to resolve the disputed 
2 default. 
p.59 
3 228. PHH represented a specific default amount and specific default date (Exhibit 2) 
4 which any reasonable person would interpret that to mean PHH had factual basis to back up their 
5 claims. However, when disputed by the Nickersons, PHH claimed they did not have the account 
6 records, could not access the account records, and refused to research the disputed default. 
7 229. The Nickersons provided to PHH proof demonstrating payments and other 
8 transactions had occurred that refuted the default. However, PHH refused to credit those 
9 payments, insisted their default and default amount was correct, refused to allow the Nickersons 
10 to make any payments and blocked all efforts of the Nickersons to resolve the disputed default. 
11 230. After PHH supposedly reviewed the account records in July of 2013, they 
12 presented a new default amount that was over $11,000 less than their original claim of default 
13 they had insisted was correct. 
14 231. The account records are therefore rendered and admitted inaccurate, invalid and 
15 unreliable. 
16 232. The Nickersons have never received a lawful and accurate notice of default as 
17 required by law and in order for PHH to have standing in this Complaint. 
18 233. The Nickersons continue to dispute PHH's claims of default and assert their 
19 account was current and in good standing when PHH took over their account. 
20 234. Just Law, Moffatt Thomas and their attorneys of record, initiated and have 
21 proceeded with these proceedings and subsequent judgments knowing the damages, injuries, 
22 losses and oppression being suffered by the Nickersons, while knowing these defaults were 
23 inaccurate, and by law they nor their clients or opposing counsel had standing or right of action 
24 to continue. 
25 
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235. As of December 2013, PHH is now claiming the Mortgage Service Center is the 
2 servicer of the Nickersons account (Exhibit 6). 
3 236. As of January 2014, Chase claims to be the holder of the Nickersons Note and 
4 investor in the loan (Exhibit 1 ). 
5 237. If the Nickersons had known Chase actually ovmed and had beneficial interest in 
6 their Note and Mortgage, they would have had another avenue to dispute any alleged defaults 


















238. Black's Law Dictionary defines Negligence, Estoppel By as: 
"An estoppel which occurs when one who is under a legal duty, either to the 
person injured or to the public, to act "vith due care~ fails to do so, and such failure is the 
natural and proximate cause of misleading that person to alter his position ( citations 
omitted). 
An estoppel arises when one by acts, representation, intentionally or negligently, 
induces another to change his position for the worse ( citation omitted). 
An estoppel arises when one by acts, representations, or admissions, or by silence 
when he ought to speak, intentionally or through culpable negligence, induces another to 
believe certain facts to exist and such other rightfully relies and acts on such belief so that 
he will be prejudiced if the former is pennitted to deny the existence of such facts 
(citations omitted). 
Estoppel may exist where a party has led another into the belief of a certain state 
of facts by conduct of culpable negligence, calculated to have that result, and the other 
party has acted upon such belief to his prejudice (citations omitted). 
The phrase 'estoppel by negligence' has been characterized as 'an expression 
usual but not accurate, since negligence prevents a right of action accruing, estoppel a 
right that has accrued from being set up' (citations omitted)." 
239. PHH, Chase, Just Law, Moffatt Thomas, their attorneys of record, and their 
accomplices, showed, demonstrated and have exhibited general, ordinary, wanton, willful, gross, 
concurrent, comparative, culpable, and subsequent negligence, negligence in law and negligence 
per se and are therefore estopped by their general, specific and comprehensive acts of such 
negligence. 
240. Therefore, because l) PHH represented to the Nickersons they had beneficial 
interest 1n their Mortgage when they truly did not (PHH is not the Note holder or ov.,ner of the 
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Nickersons Mortgage, Chase claims to be), 2) PHH represented in 2010 an exact irrefutable 
2 default amount and then in 2013 changed the default amount, 3) PHH refused to recognize the 
3 Nickersons proof of payments, refused to accept any payments from the Nickersons, and blocked 
4 all attempts by the Nickersons to resolve the disputed default, and 4) PHH showed estoppel by 
5 negligence, PHH is estopped from bringing this complaint and their complaint must be 
6 dismissed. 
7 NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
s General Duty of Care 
9 (common law Neighbor Principle) 
10 241. "There must be, and is, some general conception of relations giving rise to a duty 
11 of care, of wrnch the particular cases found in the books are but instances ... The rule that you are 
12 to love your neighbour becomes in law you must not injure your neighbour; and the lawyer's 
13 question: \Vho is my neighbour? receives a restricted reply. You must take reasonable care to 
14 avoid acts or omissions which you can reasonably foresee would be likely to injure your 
15 neighbour. Who, then, in law is my neighbour? The answer seems to be-persons who are so 
16 closely and directly affected by my act that I ought reasonably to have them in contemplation as 
l 7 being so affected when I am directing my mind to the acts or omissions that are called in 
18 question." - Lord Alkin's speech in Donoghue v. Stevenson (1932). 
19 242. Breach of duty- "In a general sense, any violation or omission of a legal or 
20 moral duty. More particularly, the neglect or failure to fulfill in a just and proper manner the 
21 duties of an office or fiduciary employment." Black's Law Dictionary 
22 243. PHH has violated this obligation by their use of fraud, deceit, and 
23 misrepresentation prior to and throughout this proceeding thereby injuring the Nickersons both 
24 financially and emotionally and hampering the Nickersons efforts to defend this unlawful action. 
25 PHH has not protected the Nickersons rights, but rather has injured the Nickersons and infringed 
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on their rights by pursuing this fraudulent and wrongful foreclosure without I) acquiring 
2 ow11ership and holder status of the Note and Mortgage; 2) verifying a disputed default; 3) 
p.62 
3 making prudent and reasonable efforts to abstain from any unfounded or unnecessary actions tha 
4 would unduly injure or damage the Nickersons; or 4) offering any dialogue opportunities, 
5 proposed conflict resolution or other settlement propositions prior to and in lieu of pursuing a 
6 foreclosure action. Therefore, the Nickersons assert PHH has failed to fulfill and greatly violated 
7 their obligations of general duty of care and their claim should and must be dismissed with 
8 prejudice. 
9 244. PHH has maliciously abused their office and authority by pursuing this wrongful 
10 foreclosure thereby injuring the Nickersons. 
11 245. PHH, Chase and their attorneys ofrecord, have committed negligence in official 
12 conduct by failing to use such reasonable care and caution as would be ex.pected by a reasonable 
13 or prudent man, honest financial institution or reputable mortgage lender or servicer who has a 
14 proper regard for fair debt collection, good faith and fair dealing practices, and other guidelines 
15 that regulate and govern such activities. 
16 TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
l 7 Lack of Prh·ity 
18 246. According to Black's Law Dictionary, "the term 'privity' means mutual or 
l 9 successive relationship to the same rights of property ... Privity of contract is that connection or 
20 relationship which exists between two or more contracting parties." The Nickersons assert there 
21 is no contractual relationship between PHH and the );ickersons. PHH is not the creditor and has 
22 provided no legal or verifiable proof to establish that PHH is the O\\<ner and holder of the original 
23 Note and Mortgage. In fact, Chase claims to be the rightful owner and holder of the Note 
24 (Exhibit 1). Therefore, based on lack of privity, PHH's complaint must be dismissed. 
25 
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TWENTY -FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
2 Illegality bars the Plaintiff's complaint 
3 247. ex maleficio non oritur contractus - a contract cannot arise out of an illegal act 
4 248. LC. § 18-3601. Forgery Defined. "Every person who, with intent to defraud 
5 another, falsely makes, alters, forges or counterfeits, any ... contract, promissory note, ... or any 
6 acceptance or endorsement of any ... promissory note ... or assignment of any ... promissory note 
7 for money or other property ... ; or utters, publishes, passes or attempts to pass, as true and 
8 genuine any of the above named false, altered, forged or counterfeited matters, as above 
9 specified and described, knowing the same to be false, altered, forged, or counterfeited, with 
10 intent to prejudice, damage, or defraud any person; or who, with intent to defraud, alters, 
11 corrupts or falsifies any record of any will, codicil, conveyance, or other instrument, the record 
12 of which is by law evidence, or any record of any judgment of a court, or the return of any 












249. The Nickersons assert the Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note 
from Chase to PHH (Exhibit 8) is fraudulent and forged and the recording of this document is 
considered a felony according to LC.§ 18-3203. PHH and Chase claim Chase did not own the 
loan at this time so Chase had no interest to transfer making this assignment fraudulent and 
forged. In contrast, Chase claims to have purchased the Nickersons loan on December 3, 2009, 
(Exhibit 9), and claims to own the Nickersons loan to this day (Exhibit 1 ), and thus, could not 
have transferred, assigned nor sold its interest in the Note and Mortgage to PHH in June of 2010. 
The assignment (Exhibit 8) is fraudulent and forged and the recording ofit in the county land 
records constitutes a felony crime. Any enforcement of it is thereby void. Therefore, PHH is 
barred from foreclosing because a contract cannot be based upon an illegal act and their claim 
should and must be dismissed with prejudice. In addition, the Nickersons assert the documents 
presented and subsequently recorded in the county land records regarding the Nickersons Note 
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1 and Mortgage are forged and fraudulent and the recording of them must be considered a felony 
2 according to LC. § 18-3203. 
3 TWE~TY-SECOND AFFffiMATIVE DEFENSE 
4 Contradictory Statements 
5 250. allegans contraria non est audiendus- one making contradictory statements is 
· 6 not to be heard 
7 251. Based on this Latin maxim, PHH is not to be heard and their complaint must be 
8 dismissed. 
9 252. The Nickersons assert PHH has made countless untrue and often contradictory 
Io statements. All of these statements are taken from the record that is before this Court. 
11 253. PHH claims to be holding a Deed of Trust on the Nickersons property (Complaint 
12 paragraph 1 ). However, the legal description PHH used to identify the property is not the legal 
13 description of the Nickersons property (Complaint paragraph 7). PHH claimed this was scrivener 
14 error, however, as the evidence presented below demonstrates a pattern of contradictory and 
15 false statements. PHH's and Just Law's claim of scrivener error has no merit. 
16 254. PHH, in paragraph 2 of the Complaint claims to have beneficial interest in a Deed 
17 of Trust instrument number 190566. Instrument 190566 is not the Nickersons Mortgage, and 
18 thus, PHH is not claiming beneficial interest in the Nickersons Mortgage and their complaint 
19 must be dismissed. 
20 255. PHH, in paragraph 2 of the Complaint, states a copy of1hat Deed of Trust is 
21 attached as Exhibit "A'~. Complaint Exhibit A is instrument number 190568 which is not that 
22 Deed of Trust instrument number 190566. 
23 256. PHH, in paragraph 2 of the Complaint, states, "A copy of the Assignment of 
24 Record recorded December 20, 2007, as instrument number 207590 .. .is attached as Exhibit "B". 
25 However, Complaint Exhibit B is instrument number 214459. 
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257. PHH claims to have beneficial interest in the Nic.kersons Mortgage based on a the 
2 assignment of record recorded on December 20, 2007, as instrument number 207590. Instrument 
3 number 207590 is an assignment in which Coldwell allegedly assigns all of its interest in the 
4 Note and Mortgage to Chase. In other words, PHH is claiming to obtain beneficial interest from 
s an assignment which assigns interest from Coldwell to Chase and does not even mention PHH. 
6 In addition, instrument number 207590 is fraudulent because Coldwell did not have interest in 
7 the Note and Mortgage in November of 2007. According to PHH and Fannie Mae, Fannie Mae 
8 did. See Exhibit 10. 
9 258. PHH, in paragraph 3 of the Complaint, claims the Nickersons are the grantor of 
1 o the Deed of Trust, Complaint Exhibit A. The Nickersons did not execute a Deed of Trust, the 
11 Nickersons executed a Mortgage and thus, they are the mortgagor not the grantor. Furthermore, 
12 there is no grantor defined in this document. 
13 259. PHH, in paragraph 7 of the Complaint, provides a legal description of a property 
14 that is not the Nickersons property. 
15 260. PHH, in paragraph 10 of the Complaint, states the Nickersons breached their 
16 obligations; however, PHH blocked all attempts by the ~ickersons to keep their obligations or to 
17 cure the disputed default and the Nickersons were prevented by PHH from making their monthly 
18 payments. PHH, by these and other such actions, breached any alleged contract and violated all 
19 related governing duties, responsibilities and obligation through, among other breaches, 
20 prevention of performance and creating impossibility for the Nickersons. 
21 261. PHH, in paragraph 12.c of the Complaint, claims interest is due from January 1, 
22 2009, however, PHH clearly knew the Nickersons payments were made in 2009 and 2010 and 
23 thus, their claim of interest from January 1, 2009, is false. 
24 262. PHH, in paragraph 17 of the Complaint, states the Note is attached as Exhibit B. 
25 The Note is not attached as Exhibit B. It is attached as Exhibit C. 
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263. PHH, in paragraph 18 of the Complaint, claims they are entitled to a deficiency 
2 judgment in accordance with the terms of the Deed of Trust. Since there are no tenns in the 
3 Mortgage presented regarding a deficiency judgment, PHH is not entitled to one. 
4 264. PHH through Just Law moved the Court for an order to serve the Nickersons by 
5 publication and subsequently served by publication when they knew the Nickersons were 
6 represented and had contact information for both the Nickersons and the firm representing them. 
7 The Nickersons counsel stopped PHH's and Just Law's illegal non~judicial foreclosure attempt 
8 in October of2010 by threatening them with legal action. 
9 265. In answer to the Nickersons request for admission number 13, PHH states "PHH 
10 is unaware of any payments made or not made by the Nickersons to Chase." This answer was 
11 provided on July 3, 2012 a full two and a half years after PHH claimed the Nickersons were in 
l2 default. How could PHH claim default if they were "unaware of any payments made or not made 
13 by the Nkkersons to Chase"? In addition, how can PHH claim they were unaware of payments 
14 when Chase claimed they transferred all account records to PHH? 
15 266. PHH in response to request for admission number 20 states, "PHH admits that it 
16 is the mortgage company's responsibility to maintain an accurate record of transactions." 
11 However, in reality, PHH did not maintain an accurate record of the Nickersons account, see 
18 preceding paragraph. 
19 267. Request for admission number 20 states, "Admit it is the responsibility of the 
20 mortgage company to maintain accurate records of all transactions and communications ... " PHH 
21 admits they must maintain accurate records of transactions, but denies they must maintain 
22 accurate records of communications. 
268. In interrogatory number I, PHH was asked who o~ned the Note prior to Chase 
24 purchasing it. PHH responded by stating "'PHH states that it held the original note through its 
25 subsidiary, Coldwell Banker. PHH believes that note was transferred to the Federal Home 
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Mortgage Association, (Fannie Mae), which in turn, had JP Morgan Chase service the note. 
2 When you defaulted on the note, Fannie Mae assigned the note back to PHH as the originating 
3 Jender. PHH is the holder of the note in this foreclosure action." This answer is contradictory for 
4 the following reasons: 
5 a. PHH believes the note was transferred to Fannie Mae. How can they not know? 
6 No one knew because this transfer was not recorded in the Clearwater County 
7 land records. 
8 b. Fannie Mae had Chase service the Note. Exhibit 15, a letter from Coldwell not 
9 Fannie Mae, states, "Recently you received a notification letter communicating 
10 that effective November l, 2007, the servicing of your mortgage loan will transfer 
11 from the Mortgage Service Center to Chase Home Finance LLC." 
12 c. There is no record of an assignment from Fannie Mae to PHH. However, Chase 
13 claims to have purchased the note on the same date that Fannie Mae states they 
14 terminated interest. See Exhibits 9 and I 0. 
15 d. PHH claims to be the holder of the note but they can no1 be the holder of the note. 
16 Chase purchased the note on December 3, 2009, and claims to have the original 
17 note in their possession as of January 10, 2014. See Exhibits 1 and 9. 
18 269. In response 1o interrogatory number 2 which asked PHH to state how the note w 
19 transferred from Chase, PHH states "the assignment of the deed of trust and note \\'ere properly 
20 completed in writing and the assignment was recorded as noted in the complaint." This statement 
21 has the follo"wing problems: 
22 a. The assignment referenced in the complaint is 207590 which is the assignment 
23 from Coldwell to Chase (Exhibit 11). This assignment is fraudulent because at the 
24 time of this assignment Coldwell had already assigned interest to Fannie Mae, so 
25 Coldwell had nothing to assign to Chase. 
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b. The assignment attached to the complaint is the assignment from Chase to PHH 
(Exhibit 8). This contradicts PHH's answer to interrogatory number 1 where PHH 
claims Fannie Mae transferred the Note directly to PHH. In addition, this 
assignment is fraud because as stated above Chase claims ownership of the Note 
from December 3, 2009 to the present. 
270. In response to interrogatory number 4, PHH states, "the assignment of the deed of 
7 trust was performed in writing and the promissory note was assigned as indicated on the allonges 
8 to that note." However, 1) there are no attachments or allonges, to the note. 2) one cannot be sure 
9 which assignment PHH is referring to but both assignments state they are assigning interest in 
10 the note and deed of trust which contradicts PHH's statement that the note was assigned via an 
11 allonge. 
12 271. In response to interrogatory number 8 which asked why PHH immediately started 
13 foreclosure proceedings :in February of 2010, PHH states, "You were several months in default.'' 
14 Several months has been an ever changing figure since February 2010. For example, PHH 
15 originally claimed the ~ickersons were 14 months in default and almost three years later PHH 
16 changed jts mind and has just recently sworn the Nickersons were 9 months in default. In 
17 February of 2010, when the Nickersons asked PHH to validate the existence of any default, PHH 
18 claimed they did not have any account records. As of July 3, 2012, PHH stated they were not 
19 even aware of any payments made or not made to Chase. PHH could not state, imply, assert or 
20 suggest the Nickersons were several months in default when they did not have any account 
21 records and were not aware of payments made or not made to Chase. Further, it is presumed 
22 PHH is still relying on the same inaccurate, invalid, untrustworthy and unreliable records 
23 presented thus far in these proceedings to make these statements. 
24 272. Interrogatory number 9 asks PHH to describe/list the information provided to 
25 PHH regarding the transfer/sale of the note. PHH claims it is the same account information as 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 




Chase provided in their response to discovery. PHH is claiming the first account information 
2 they received regarding the Nickersons account was the information provided by Chase on 
3 August 21, 2012. How can PHH claim a default in February of 2010 when they do not get the 





















273. Interrogatory number 10 asks PHH to describe any agreements in place between 
PHH and Chase regarding the transfers and sales of notes. PHH states, "There was no agreement 
between PHH and Chase. The assignment of the note was directed by Fannie Mae due to your 
default and PHH's responsibility as originating lender to foreclose." There are several problems 
with this answer: 
a. PHH claims the assignment of the Note was directed by Fannie Mae. However, 
Fannie Mae terminated interest in the note on December 3, 2009, ·which is the 
same day Chase purchased the note (Exhibits 9 and 10), and the assignment from 
Chase to PHH did not allegedly occur until June 9, 2010 which is four months 
after PHH initiated foreclosure. (Exhibits 2 and 3). 
b. PHH claims the assignment was directed by Fannie Mae due to default. There is 
no record of default The account history provided by Chase which is what PHH 
claims to be relying upon for default shows the principal balance on the account 
was SO in November of2009 and had a negative principal balance, $-1,186.90, on 
January 21,2010. 
c. The assignment from Chase to PHH, in contradiction to PHH's response, clearly 
indicates there was some type of agreement regarding the assignment. "KNOW 
ALL ME~ BY THESE PRESENTS THAT FOR VALUE RECEIVED, J.P. 
Morgan Chase Bank ... does hereby, without recourse, sell, assign, endorse, and 
transfer unto, PHH ... all of its right, title and interest in ... That certain Deed of 
Trust Note ... " (Exhibit 8). 
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3 274. Request for production number 3 asks PHH to produce all documents related to 
4 the transaction and or servicing the 1\ickersons note between Chase, Coldwell, Fannie Iv1ae, and 
5 PHH. PHH responded by stating, "loans are processed in 'batches' and as such there are no 
6 documents specific to this note between any of the above named entities. PHH does not have in 
7 its possession documents pertaining to service of the note benveen Fannie Mae and Chase." 
8 Below are the contradictions to these statements: 
9 a. Exhibit 11 is an assignment document in which Coldwell assigns all of the 
1 o interest it does not have in the Note and Mortgage to Chase. 
11 b. Exhibit 8 is an assignment document in which Chase purportedly assigned all its 
12 interest in the Note and Mortgage to PHH. However, Chase apparently was not 
13 consulted about this assignment because they claim they did not transfer 
14 ovvnership of the Note and \1:ongage to PHH as is evidenced by Exhibits 1 and 9. 
15 c. There is no document in which Fannie Mae assigns servicing to Chase because 
16 Coldwell assigned servicing to Chase not Fannie Mae. 
17 d. It is very disturbing to think there is no documentation associated with the 
18 transfers ofloans to Fannie Mae from PHH and Coldwell. No wonder there is so 
19 much fraud in the mortgage industry. See Amid New Reports of Continued Robo-
20 Signing, Brown Calls for End to Risky Practices Undermining Housing Market -
21 Exhibit 17. 
22 
24 
275. PHH provides the same response to request for production number 4. The same 
contradictions apply as presented in the above paragraph. 
276. Request for production number 7 asks PHH to provide any agreements between 
25 Chase and PHH related to the transfers and sales of notes. PHH states they do not have any 
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agreements with Chase related to the transfer and sales of notes. As detai]ed above, Chase, in the 
2 assignment submitted to the Court, claims to have received some value for the assignment to 
3 PHH so some kind of agreement must have been in place for that to have occurred. Well, maybe 
4 not, it has already been demonstrated that assignment was false, fraudulent and fabricated. 
5 277. In response to nine (9) of the fourteen (14) requests for production and fifteen 
6 (15) of the twenty-one (21) interrogatories PHH gives the following objection in order to either 
7 avoid the request all together or to provide a partial and incomplete answer. "Object. The 
8 information requested is not reasonably designed to lead to discoverable information. Rather, the 
9 request appears designed to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost 
10 oflitigation, and is unreasonable or unduly burdensome or expensive, given the needs of the 
11 case, the discovery already had in the case, the amount in controversy, and the importance of the 
I 2 issues at stake in the litigation." 
13 a. This appears to be PHH' s way of saying the evidence will incriminate me so I 
14 better not provide it. 
15 b. "unreasonable or unduly burdensome or expensive, given the needs of the case" 
16 Perhaps this is why the U.S. Congress enacted 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 which details 
17 record keeping requirements for mortgage servicers. Too expensive given the 
18 needs of the case. The needs of the case are about taking someone's home and 
19 robbing, killing and destroying their life. How can providing documented 
20 evidence be too expensive? 
21 c. "the discovery already had in the case" - PHH had yet to provide discovery in this 
22 case even though the Nickersons repeatedly asked for the discovery and 
23 understood from their counsel a motion to compel PHH for the discovery was 
24 before the court. 
25 
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d. "the amount in controversy" - When you are taking someone's home the 
monetary ramifications go far beyond the amount in controversy and the amount 
in controversy represents an oppressive seizure of investment, value and equity 
from the Nickersons. 
e. ;'the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation" - Apparently, PHH has 
very little regard of the importance of home ownership and the constitutional 
rights and passion of the American homeowner. 
278. In an affidavit, Ron Casperite, a Complex Litigation Liaison (an account analyst) 
9 for PHH, claimed the Nickersons had missed at least ten (I 0) monthly payments and in the same 
IO affidavit he claimed the Nickersons had missed thirteen (13) monthly payments. 
11 279. In the same affidavit. Ron Casperite states, "By February 2010 Chase had 
12 returned the Nickersons' loan to PHH." 
l3 a. Chase did not return the Nickersons loan to PHH in February 2010. 
l4 b. Chase allegedly transferred servicing of the loan to Mortgage Service Center not 
15 PHH (Exhibit 4). 
16 c. Chase could not "return" the loan to PHH because PHH never had it. 
17 280. In PHH's memorandum. in support of swnmary judgment, PHH claimed the 
18 Nickersons missed (11) monthly payments which contradicts Ron Casperite's claims often (10) 
19 or thlrteen (13) missed payments. 
20 281. In PHH's memorandum in support of summary judgment, PHH states, "In 
21 accordance with the terms of the note in paragraphs 6 and 7, Chase sent written notices to the 
22 Nickersons stating the default." First, the default notices sent by Chase were sent in January and 
23 February of 2009 and had conflicting default amounts. February's default amount was less than 
24 January's default amount when there were allegedly no payments made. When found and 
25 questioned by the ~ickersons, Chase informed and assured the Nickersons it was an error and 
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instructed the Nickersons to disregard the notices because they were being randomly, incorrectly, 
2 inaccurately and independently generated by their system, so since the Nickersons knew they 
3 were not in default, they ignored them as instructed. Second, the terms of the note are very 
4 specific about who is supposed to send the notice of default. Paragraph 6 of the Note states, "(C) 
5 Notice of Default If I am in default, the Note Holder may send me a V\'li.tten notice telling me 
6 that if I do not pay the overdue amount by a certain date, the Note Holder ... " Paragraph 1 of the 
7 Note defines "Note Holder" as "The Lender or anyone who takes this Note by transfer and who 
8 is entitled to receive payments under this Note is caJled the 'Note Holder."' Chase was not the 
9 Note Holder at the time they sent these default letters. Fannie Mae was. See Exhibit 10. 
10 282. PHH then states, "'Consequently, the facts demonstrate PHH did not breach the 
11 note by failing to send notice of default." Contradictorily, these facts demonstrate 1) the notices 
12 were sent by Chase, 2) the notices present contradictory amounts of default, 3) the notices were 
13 sent in January and February of2009 long before PHH had anything to do with this account, 4) 
14 Chase was not the Note Holder and by contract not the rightful entity to send the default notice, 
1 5 5) PHH did not send these notices of default, 6) the Nickersons were told to disregard the 
16 notices, 7) PHH was not the Note Holder, and 8) PHH was in breach by failing to send notice of 
17 default. 
]& 283. In PHH's memorandum in support of summary judgment, PHH claims RESPA 
19 does not apply to the Nickersons mortgage. However, according to RESP A and Coldwell's 
20 actions, the Nickersons mortgage is a "federally related mortgage loan'' because the loan was 
21 given as security on residential real property and was intentionally created by the lender for the 
22 purpose of selling to Fannie Mae and was apparently sold to Fannie Mae (Exhibit 10). 12 U.S.C. 
23 § 2602(1). 
24 284. In PHH's conclusion section of the memorandum in support of summary 
25 judgment, PHH states the deadlines for producing factual information to support claims have 
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long passed. It must be noted that the date of this memorandum for summary judgment is 
2 October 12, 2012 and that PHH did not submit their discovery responses to the Nickersons until 
3 October 18, 2012 which was 5 months after PHH received the discovery requests and 48 days 
4 after the discovery cutoff. It is also important to note many of the contradictions noted in this 
5 section of the Nickersons answer have come from the discovery documents. 
6 285. In PHH's reply brief dated November l, 2012, PHH once again defends its claim 
7 that the Nickersons received notice of default from Chase which as has already been discussed 
8 was not valid according to the terms of the contract. However, PHH now adds the claim that as 
9 the discovery shows, PHH also sent a notice of default to the Nickersons. As noted above, PHH 
Io had not yet provided the discovery at the time PHH filed their Memorandum in Support of 
I! Summary Judgment. However, between the time of that memorandum and this reply PHH did 
12 file their discovery, but as PHH has stated the deadlines for producing factual support has long 
13 passed. Therefore, to present the claim that discovery shows PHH also sent a notice of default is 
14 more than contradictory. Also, the notice of default PHH provided with discovery does not 
15 qualify as a notice of default as defined by the Note because PHH was not the "Note Holder" as 
16 defined in the Note (contract) and PHH knew it was inaccurate and in dispute. Therefore, PHH's 
17 claim they were not in breach does not hold up under careful and lawful scrutiny. 
18 
19 
286. PHH has never provided the Nickersons with proper notice of default. 
287. PHH did not provide the Nickersons with proper notice of default prior to these 
20 wrongful foreclosure proceedings as required by law and the contract. 
21 288. In PHH's trial brief PHH states, "the Nickersons granted a deed of trust naming 
22 PHH as beneficiary." The Nickersons granted a Mortgage to Coldwell not PHH. Also, PHH 
23 cannot claim beneficiary status in the original Mortgage. The record indicates beneficial interest 
24 in the Nickersons Mortgage was alleged]y transferred to Chase (Exhibit 11) and then from Chase 
25 to PHH (Exhibit 8). Perhaps PHH is admitting what the Nickersons have stated all along that 
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both of those assignments are fraud and neither of those assignments transferred any beneficial 
2 interest. 
3 289. In the trial brief PHH states «an employee of Chase, not PHH, may have stated 
4 the Nickersons' loan was current. However, the Nickersons have never identified that 
5 employee." In paragraph 20 of the Nickersons amended answer they identified Kim as the Chase 
6 employee who told them they were in good standing. 
7 290. Noticeably absent from the trial brief is any claim by PHH that they hold the 
8 Nickersons Kote. PHH quotes I.C. § 6-101(2) but totally misconstrues the point of that law. The 
9 point is the secured creditor can realize upon collateral for a debt. To be the secured creditor 
10 you must hold the debt (Note) and the security (Mortgage). 
11 291. In PHH's memorandum in support of plaintiffs second motion for summary 
12 judgment PHH again claims, "the Nickersons granted a deed of trust naming PHH as 
13 beneficiary." The Nickersons granted a Mortgage to Coldwell not PHH. Also, PHH cannot claim 
14 beneficiary status to the original Mortgage. The record indicates beneficial interest in the 
15 Nickersons Mortgage was allegedly transferred to Chase (Exhibit 11) and then allegedly from 
16 Chase to PHH (Exhibit 8). Perhaps PHH knows and is admitting those assignments are fraud, to 
17 conspiring to commit fraud, and that neither of those assignments can or did transfer any 
18 beneficial interest. 
19 292. In PHH's memorandum in support of plaintiff's second motion for summary 
20 judgment, PHH claims they should get summary judgment of foreclosure on their deed of trust. 
21 The deed of trust they are claiming as theirs is the recorded deed of trust in which Coldwell is the 
22 beneficiary. Again PHH is skipping all of the assignments and going back to the original 
23 recorded deed of trust which is a false and misleading record of what has occurred and what the 
24 Nickersons were told was executed and recorded. 
25 
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293. In PHH's memorandum in support of the plaintiffs second motion for swnmary 
2 judgment, PHH states, "PHH received the loan from Chase on February 10, 20 I 0. ·when PHH 
3 received the loan from Chase in February 2010 ... " 
4 a. PHH did not receive the loan from Chase. Chase allegedly transferred servicing 
5 rights to Mortgage Se1Yice Center (Exhibit 4). There is nothing in the record 
6 indicating Chase transferred the loan or servicing rights for that matter to PHH in 
7 February of 2010. 
8 b. The alleged transfer of servking occurred on February 5, 2010, not February 10, 
9 2010 (Exhibit 4). 
10 294. In PHH's memorandum in support of the plaintiff's second motion for summary 
J 1 judgment, PHH states, "PHH refused to accept any further payments from the Nickersons until 
12 the total amount in default was paid. (Second Affidavit of Ronald Casperite)." Mr. Casperite did 
13 not make that statement in said affidavit. 
14 295. Noticeably missing from PHH's memorandum in support of Plaintiff's second 
15 motion for summary judgment is any claim by PHH to be the Note holder. PHH quotes LC. § 6-
16 10 l (2) but totally misconstrues the point of that law. The point is the secured creditor can 
17 realize upon collateral for a debt. To be the secured creditor you must hold the debt (Note) and 
18 the security (Mortgage). 
19 296. In paragraph 9 of the second affidavit of Ron Casperite, Mr. Casperite states, ''the 
20 Kickersons' loan during the time Chase serviced the loan and since February 20 l O the time PHH 
21 had the loan.'' 
22 a Ron Casperite is stating PHH had the loan in February 2010. PHH did not have 
23 the loan and there is nothing in the record from PHH indicating PHH had the Joan 
24 in February 2010. 
25 
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b. The record demonstrates Chase allegedly transferred servicing to Mortgage 
Service Center, a separate legal entity, in February 2010 (Exhibit 4). 
p.77 
3 297. In paragraph 11 of the second affidavit of Ron Casperite, Mr. Casperite states, 
4 "Just prior to Chase returning the Nickersons' loan ... " Chase did not return the Nickersons' loan. 
5 Chase allegedly transferred servicing (Exhibit 4). Chase could not "return" the loan to PHH 
6 because PHH never had it. 
7 298. In paragraph 10 of the second affidavit of Ron Casperite, Mr. Casperite states, 
8 ''From November 2007 through December 2009 the ).Tickersons were obligated to pay 26 
9 monthly payments. During that time period the Nickersons only made 17 monthly payments. Th 
10 Nickersons failed to make 9 monthly payments causing their loan to go into default." As of 
I l December 2009, the total amount for 9 missed payments is $20,960.91. However, in the affidavit 
12 of Chase employee in support of summary judgment, Brandie S. Watkins presents, in letters 
13 dated December 7, 2009, a conflicting amountof$28,368.84 of which $27,514.84 was due to 
14 missed payments. This contradictory evidence, at a minimum, clearly and deeply demonstrates 
15 the total lack of integrity, credibility and reliability ofChase"s and PHH's account records and 
16 history. 
17 299. In paragraph 13 of the second affidavit of Ron Casperite, Mr. Casperite states, 
18 "Upon PHH's receipt from Chase of the Nickersons' loan ... " Chase did not transfer the 
19 Nickersons' loan. Chase allegedly transferred servicing (Exhibit 4). 
20 300. In paragraph 14 of the second affidavit of Ron Casperite, Mr. Casperite states, 
21 "Since February 2010 the Nickersons have not made any further payments on the loan, nor have 
22 the Nickersons cured their default." However, in Mr. Casperite's first affidavit he stated PHH 
23 declined to accept any further payments. There is a big difference in stating the Nickersons have 
24 not made payments and stating PHH declined to accept payments. 
25 
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30 I. A careful comparison of Mr. Casperite 's illustrative loan history (Second Affidavit 
2 of Ronald E. Casperite, Exhibit C) and Chase's detailed transaction history (Exhibit 18) reveals 
3 the following contradictions: 
4 a. The illustrative loan history Principal Balance column Transaction Dates 
s 7/21/2009 thru the second entry on 10/3/2009 are blank. There is nothing there. 
6 However, a careful review of the detailed transaction history for these dates show 
7 a Principal Balance of $391.52. 
8 b. The next entry on the illustrative Joan history Transaction Date 10/3/2009 has a 
9 Principal Balance of $261,170.62 and on the detailed transaction history it is 
10 $0.00. 
11 c. The next entry on the illustrative loan history that has an entry for a Principal 
12 Balance is Transaction Date 11/11/2009 with a balance of $261,170.62. Even 
13 though a payment was credited on that date with a principal amount of $391.52 
14 which would normally reduce the Principal Balance, Mr. Casperite did not credit 
15 the $391.52 against his Principal Balance of $261,170.62. The detailed transactio 
16 history also shows a payment was credited on l lil 1/2009 with a principal amount 
17 of $391.52 which brought the Principal Balance to $0.00. 
18 d. The next entry on the illustrative loan history that has an entry for a Principal 
19 Balance is Transaction Date 12/11/2009 with a balance of $260,777.05. The 
20 detailed transaction history Principal Balance is $-393.57. 
21 e. The next entry on the illustrative loan history that has an entry for a Principal 
22 Balance is Transaction Date 1/13/2010 with a balance of $260,381.42. The 
23 detailed transaction history Principal Balance is $-789.20. 
24 f. The last entry on the illustrative loan history that has an entry for a Principal 
25 Balance prior to the alleged transfer of servicing the loan to Mortgage Service 
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Center is Transaction Date 1/21/2010 with a balance of $259,983.72. The detailed 
transaction history Principal Balance is $-1, 186.90 
302. The second affidavit of Ron Casperite is not notarized. This is a violation of the 
4 law and is an affront to the judicial process. The notary stamped the affidavit but did not sign it. 
5 ""A signed notarization is the ultimate assurance upon which the whole world is entitled to rely 
6 that the proper person signed a document on the stated day and place. Local, interstate, and 
7 international transactions involving individuals, banks, and corporations proceed smoothly 
8 because all may rely upon the sanctity of the notary's seal. .. 'The proper functioning of the legal 
9 system depends on the honesty of notaries who are entrusted to verify the signing oflegally 
1 o significant documents.' ... a false notarization is a crime and undermines the integrity of our 
11 institutions upon which all must rely upon the faithful fulfillment of the notary's oath." Klem v. 
12 Washington Mu!. Bank, 176 Wash. 2d 771,295 P.3d 1179 (2013). 
13 303. PHH starts off their motion to take judicial notice by stating "the Harrises request 
14 the Idaho Supreme Court to take judicial notice." The motion was filed on behalf of PHH in the 











304. In PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for summary judgment, 
PHH states, "Failure to properly preserve fraud as an affirmative defense in an answer is fatal to 
a party's ability to rely on that defense at summary judgment, McKee Bros., Ltd v. Mesa 
Equipment, Inc., I 02 Idaho 202, 628 P .2d I 036 ( l 981 )" This is a total contradiction and 
misinterpretation of what the Court ruled in McKee Bros., Ltd v .. Mesa. What the Court actually 
stated is quoted below. 
"In response to plaintiff's motion for summary judgment, the defendant filed an affidavit 
alleging fraud on the part of the plaintiff. The court below concluded that the defendant 
might be able to establish the necessary elements of fraud and therefore ordered that 'if 
Defendant files an amended answer properly setting up such defense within ten days, and 
leave is hereby granted therefor, then the motion for summary judgment must 
accordingly be denied."' 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 




305. In PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for summary judgment, 
2 PHH states, "At the time PHH filed this action, there is no question it was the beneficiary under 
3 the deed of trust and had standing to foreclose." 
4 a. Alleged beneficial interest in a deed of trust does not prove standing in a judicial 
5 foreclosure action. In a judicial foreclosure action the Plaintiff must own, prove 
6 ownership and hold both the Note and Mortgage. 
7 b. PHH did not have beneficial interest in the 1\'ote or Mortgage at the time PHH 
8 filed this action. Chase allegedly purchased the Note on December 3, 2009, 
9 (Exhibit 9) and still claims to be the investor and holder of the Note (Exhibit 1). 
10 c. The Nickersons had clearly questioned, adamantly denied and challenged PHH's 
11 interest and standing and PHH has failed and refused to legitimately and legally 
12 prove they have standing. 
13 d. The Nickersons did not knowingly or willingly execute a Deed of Trust. 
14 306. In PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for summary judgment, 
15 PHH states, "'PHH is the beneficiary under the deed of trust." Again PHH could not be and is not 
16 the beneficiary under the deed of trust because Chase did not and has not transferred, assigned, 
17 or sold the Nickersons Note and Mortgage to PHH. See Exhibits 1 and 9. Further, the Nickerson 
18 did not execute a deed of trust. 
19 307. In PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for summary judgment, 
20 PHH states, "In the event a deed of trust is recorded against real property exceeding 40 acres, the 
21 remedy is to treat the deed of trust as a mortgage because by statute the trustee is not authorized 
22 to exercise power of sale in nonjudicial foreclosure proceedings. Frazier v. Neilsen & Co , 115 
23 Idaho 739, 769 P. 2d 1111, 1114 (1989). Exceeding the statutorily authorized acreage amount 
24 does not render a deed of trust invalid; rather, it prevents nonjudicial foreclosure by a trus1ee 
25 with power of sale. As a matter of law, the Nickersons' argument has no merit." 
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a. As a matter of law, "Because the legislature has created a separate scheme for 
deeds of trust, the rationale for Brown v. Bryan, that mortgages and deeds of trust 
are functional equivalents, is undercut. The legislature obviously intended 
separate treatment; therefore, they are not functionally the same. A mortgage and 
a deed of trust are also separately defined. Compare LC.§ 45-901 with I.C. § 45-
1502(3). "Frazier v. Neilsen & Co, Id Exceeding the statutorily authorized 
acreage amount is not lawful. 
b. As a matter oflaw, a deed of trust was illegally used and can have no binding on 
the Nickersons or their property and therefore, the use thereof is fraudulent. 
c. Just Law, on their own website, states; "Action on a deed of trust is governed by 
LC.§§ 45-1502 through 45-1515. A deed of trust may be used to secure a loan 
when the trust property consists of 40 acres or less, or is real property located 
within an incorporated city or village at the time of transfer." Just Law in 
providing Idaho law summary is admitting a deed of trust could not be used on 
the Nickersons' fifty (50) acre property. 
d. Just Law, knowing it was i11egal to non-judicially foreclose on the Nickerson's 
property, attempted a non-judicial foreclosure anyway. Just Law only stopped the 
non-judicial because the Nickersons counsel threatened legal action and pointed 
out their civil and criminal liability and exposure, if they proceeded. 
e. Coldwell' s representations and assurances at closing was the Nickersons were 
getting a mortgage. 
308. In PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for summary judgment, 
23 PHH states, "There are no genuine issues of material fact regarding PHH's position as Note 
24 Holder." The material fact is PHH was not and is not the Note Holder. Chase claims to have 
25 purchased the Nickersons Note in December of 2009 and maintains they are in possession of the 
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note and are the investor on the loan as of January 10, 2014. See Exhibits 1 and 9. Further, 
2 simply stating, implying or making other such conclusory statements to show one has position as 
3 Note Holder does not meet the standing requirements in a judicial foreclosure. PHH has 
4 systematically and categorically failed to demonstrate and unequivocally not presented any 
5 factual evidence proving their position as is necessary to prove standing, ownership and their 
6 );Tote Holder status. affirmanti non neganti incumhit probatio - the burden of proof is upon him 
7 who affirms, not upon him who denies 
g 309. In PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for summary judgment, 
9 PHH states, "Using language from a recorded assignment of the deed of trust, the :-Jickersons 
10 contend Coldwell Banker did not have any interest in the note or deed as of the date of the 
11 assignment. Although the Nickersons reference a paragraph from their memorandum as 
12 supporting the alleged fact, there are no facts before the court sustaining the Nickersons' 
13 argument." 
14 a The first fact before the court was the assignment from Coldwell to Chase which 
15 was first referenced by PHH in their complaint. 
16 b. The second fact before the court was introduced in evidence bv PHH in their ., 
17 responses to interrogatories in which they claim Coldwell transferred the loan to 
18 Fannie Mae and is evidenced by Exhibit 10 in which Fannie Mae claims 
l9 ownership from December 2002 to December 2009. 
20 c. Based on these facts Coldwell could not transfer ownership and beneficial interest 
21 in the Note and Mortgage to Chase because Fannie Mae had ownership and 
22 beneficial interest at the time of the assignment. 
23 310. In PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for summary judgment, 
24 PHH states, "RegardJess of whether PHH held beneficial interest at the time Just Law, Inc., was 
25 appointed successor trustee, it is irrelevant to this judicial foreclosure action." PHH and Just Law 
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are showing a very flippant attitude toward breaking the law and insuring everything filed in the 
2 county land records is accurate. These are felony offenses. The Nickersons assert PHH breaking 
3 the law is not irrelevant. The Nickersons request the Court take notice of the seriousness and 




















311. In PHH' s response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for summary judgment, 
PHH states, "In part the Nickersons assert fraud because of the alleged absence of a letter from 
PHH constituting notice of new creditor. The Nickersons contend the absence of such letter 
violates the Truth in Lending Act. All of the Nickersons' claims in their counterclaim were 
dismissed by summary judgment. They cannot now resurrect those claims." 
a. PHH does not claim to have sent a notice of new creditor nor defend the violation. 
b. The Nickersons counsel did not allege a violation of the Truth in Lending Act in 
the original counterclaim so they were not resurrecting any claim. The Nickersons 
were simply presenting a fact to the court. However, it would be proper and 
appropriate for this court to revisit the decision to discuss the Nickersons claims 
in light of the fraudulent representations PHH and Chase used to manipulate that 
decision. 
c. Further, PHH, Just Law and their attorneys of record concealed evidence, refused 
to provide discovery, submitted fraudulent documents and instruments, obstructed 
justice, oppressed the Nickersons and their counsel, conspired against the 
Nickersons, prohibited justice being served, and committed other such acts as to 
get the Nickersons counterclaim dismissed. 
312. PHH, in their objection to supplemental evidence states, "The Nickersons attempt 
23 to present supplemental evidence without affidavit." However, page 4 of the Kickersons notice 
24 of supplemental evidence is an affidavit of Charles Nickerson introducing the supplemental 
25 evidence into the rec-0rd. 
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313. The Nickersons have identified over one hundred ( 100) discrepancies, 
2 contradictions and falsehoods made by PHH in the record. The above list is not comprehensive 
3 and every instance identified is documented by the evidence. Therefore, since allegans contraria 
4 non est audiendus - one making contradictory statements is not to be heard,frustra legis 
s auxilium quaeri1 qui in legem comittit-he who offends against the law vainly seeks the help of 
6 the law, a.ndfraus om,iia vitiat- fraud vitiates everything, PHH's complaint should and must be 
7 dismissed. 
8 314. In light of the overwhelming amount of contradictions, discrepancies and 
9 falsehoods presented above, the Nickersons wouJd like to point the Court's and Just Law's 
IO attention to LC. § 3-201. Duties of Attorneys. "In addition to such duties as the Supreme Court 
11 may by rule prescribe, it is the duty of the attorney and counselor: 
12 1. To support the constitution and laws of the United Sta1es and of this state. 
13 2. To maintain the respect due to the courts of justice and judicial officers. 
14 3. To counsel or maintain such actions, proceedings or defenses only as appear to him 
15 legal or just, except the defense of a person charged with a public offense. 
16 4. To employ, for the purpose of maintaining the causes confided to him, such means 
17 only as are consistent with truth, and never seek to mislead the judges by an artifice or 
18 false statement of fad or Jaw. 
19 5. To maintain inviolate the confidence, and at every peril to himself, to preserve the 
20 secrets of his clients. 
21 6. To abstain from all offensive personality, and to advance no fact prejudicial to the 
22 honor or re1mtation of a party or witness, unless required by the justice of the cause with which 
23 he is charged. 
24 7. Not to encourage either the commencement or the continuance of an action or 
25 proceeding from any motive of passion or interest. 
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8. Never to reject for any consideration personal to himself, the cause of the defenseless 
2 or the oppressed." 
3 315. "Be not deceive.d; God is not mocked: for whatsoever a man soweth, that shall he 
4 also reap." Galatians 6:7 
5 316. "Therefore to him that knoweth to do good, and doeth it not, to him it is sin." 
6 James 4:17 
1 TWENTY-THIRD AFFIRMA TlVE DEFENSE 
8 Dua] claims to ownership bars the Plaintifrs complaint 
9 317. "From the maker's standpoint, therefore, it becomes essential to establish that the 
1 O person who demands payment of a negotiable note, or to whom payment is made, is the duly 
11 qualified holder. Otherwise, the obligor is exposed to the risk of double payment, or at least to 
12 the eXJ)ense of litigation incurred to prevent duplicative satisfaction of the instrument. These 
13 risks provide makers "\\-1th a recognizable interest in demanding proof of chain of title. 
14 Consequently, plaintiffs here, as makers of the notes, may properly press defendant to establish 
15 its holder status." Kemp v. Countrywide Home Loans, Inc., 440 B.R. 624 (2010). 
16 3 I 8. Dual ownership and possession of the Nickersons loan bars anyone's claim to be 
17 the true owner and holder of the Nickersons Note and Mortgage. See Exhibit 13 (Chain of Title 
18 Graph) and Exhibit 14 (Truth Detector Graph) for a visual illustration the Nickersons have 
19 created. 
20 319. Coldwell claims ownership from October 4, 2002, through November 20, 2007, 
21 when they assigned ownership to Chase (Exhibit 11). 
22 320. Fannie Mae claims ownership from December 27, 2002, through December 3, 
23 2009, at which time they terminated interest in loan (Exhibit 10). 
24 
25 
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321. Chase denied ovvnership eight (8) times in their responses to discovery. However, 
2 according to the fraudulent assignments of record, Chase had the loan from November 20, 2007, 
3 through June 9, 2010, (Exhibits 11 and 8). 
4 322. Evidence has since been discovered that Chase claims to have purchased the 
5 Nickersons loan on December 3, 2009, (the same date Fannie Mae terminated interest) and 
6 continues to claim ownership to the present (Exhibits 1 and 9). Chase now claims ownership 
7 from December 3, 2009, through the present. 
g 323. In order to fraudulently pursue this lawsuit, PHH in their trial brief and summary 
9 judgment memorandums claims ownership from October 4, 2002. However, according to the 
1 o fraudulent assignments of record PHH can only claim ownership from June 9, 20 I 0, to the 
I I present. 
12 324. As PHH's representative in this lawsuit, Just Law claims to be in possession of 
13 the original loan documents from June 2010 to the present. 
14 325. On December 24, 2013, PHH no longer claimed any interest in the loan and 
15 claims Mortgage Service Center is the servicer (Exhibit 6). 
16 326. On December 24, 2013, PHH presented a copy of another original ~ote (Exhibit 
17 7). This new Note is significantly different from the copy PHH presented with their comphrint 
18 (Complaint Exhibit 6). The new Note presented does not have any indorsements, or any writing, 
19 numbers, and circling, as does the Note provided with PHH's complaint. 
20 327. It is extremely disturbing, alanning, unconscionable, inconceivable and criminal 
21 for dual claims of ownership to exist. 
22 328. It is unconscionable and criminal to have three originals of the Note floating 
23 around. There can not be three originals. The conflict compromises and voids them all. 
24 
25 
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329. Therefore, since dual ownership clatrns and dual notes prevent anyone from 
2 determining the real owner, PHH no longer claims ownership, and Chase is currently claiming 
3 ownership, PHH's complaint must be dismissed with prejudice. 
4 TIVENTY-FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
5 Unclean Hands 
6 330. «under that doctrine [clean hands] a party who seeks equity must enter the court 
7 with 'clean hands.' :.More specifically, a litigant may be denied equitable relief by a c.ourt on the 
8 ground that his conduct 'has been inequitable, unfair and dishonest, or fraudulent and deceitful a 
9 to the controversy at issue."' Gilbert v. Nampa School District No. 131, 104 Idaho 137, 145, 657 
10 P.2d 1. 9 (1983). Curtis v. Becker, 130 Idaho 378,941 P.2d 350, (Ct App. 1997). 
II 331. The Nickersons assert PHH's hands are dirty because I) PHH has deceptively, 
12 dishonestly and fraudulently brought this action knowing they do not hold or own the Nickersons 
13 Note and Mortgage, 2) all recorded assignments of the Nickersons Note and Mortgage are 
14 inaccurate and fraudulent, 3) PHH refused to apply any of the payments the Nickersons proved 
15 had been made, 4) PHH refused to accept any payments from the Nickersons, 5) PHH has lied 
16 and made contradictory statements to the Nickersons and tlris Court, and 6) PHH has refused, 
17 since the day they allegedly obtained servicing rights, to work with or for the Nickersons to 
18 resolve the disputed alleged defauh, which is against the public policy of the United States and 
19 the properly established practices and policies of the mortgage lending and servicing industries. 
20 332. Therefore, because PHH's actions have been inequitable, unfair, dishonest, 
21 deceitful and fraudulent, they have unclean hands and any relief contemplated must be denied 
22 and their complaint must be dismissed. 
23 TWENTY-FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFE~SE 
24 VOID CONTRACT 
25 333. The contract is void because of fraud. 
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"Fraud may induce a person to assent to do something which he would not 
otherwise have done, or it may induce him to believe that the act which he does is 
something other than it actually is, in the first case the act of the defrauded person 
is effectual thought voidable; in the second case the act of the defrauded person is 
void." The Law of Contracts by Samuel Wil1iston 
The Nickersons were induced to believe they were signing a mortgage, however, 
Coldwell then treated it as a Deed of Trust. The document presented contains ambiguous and 
inappropriate Mortgage language. The Nickersons did not agree to a Deed of Trust and would 
never have willingly executed a Deed of Trust with Coldwell. Therefore, since fraud vitiates 
everything, this contract is void. 
334. The contract is void because it waives redemption rights. 
I.C. § 45-110. Contracts for forfeiture void. "All contracts for the forfeiture of 
property subject to a lien, in satisfaction of the obligation secured thereby, and all 
contracts in restraint of the right of redemption from a lien are void." 
The contract contains a power of sale clause which allows the lender to foreclose on a 
mortgage lien non-judicially with no right of redemption which, therefore, voids the contract. 
335. The contract is void because of material breach. 
Material breach. ''Significant enough substantial failure in the performance of a 
contract, as to give the affected party the right to sue for damages as well as 
release the aggrieved party from its obligations." Black's Law Dictionary 
PHH refused to research, verify and validate their alJeged default and refused to allow the 
Nickersons to make payments, resolve or reinstate the disputed default. Thus, PHH prevented the 
performance of the Nickersons. As a result of this prevention of performance and the subsequent 
impossibilities it created PHH has materially breached the contract and thereby released the 
Nickersons from their obligations and voiding the contract. 
336. The contract is vo1d because it is illegal. 
l.C. § 45-1502. "real property as so defined which may be transferred jn trust 
under this act shall be limited to: (a) any real property located within an 
incorporated city or village at the time of the transfer; ... or (c) any real property 
not exceeding forty ( 40) acres regardless of its use or location." 
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The Nickersons property is not located within an incorporated city or village and exceeds 
2 forty (40) acres. Therefore, a Deed of Trust contract cannot legally be used on the Kickersons 






















337. The contract is void because it is against the public policy of the State ofldaho. 
"'Whereas, the availability of more adequate financing for home construction and 
business expansion is essential to the development of the State of Idaho, and 
Whereas such financing for real estate of not more than three acres is more 
available with little or no equity in the borrower and on amortization terms over a 
long period of years and by the use of deeds of trust as herein provided; Now 
Therefore, the use of deeds of trust of estates in real property of not more than 
three acres as hereinafter provided is hereby declared to be the public policy of 
the State ofidaho." § 1, Chap. 181, Laws 1957. Roos v. Belcher, 79 Idaho 473, 
321 P .2d 210 (1958). 
A Deed of Trust on a fifty (50) acre property not only violates I.C. § 45-1502 it violates 
the public policy of the State ofldaho and is therefore void. 
338. Therefore, since the contract is void, PHH's complaint must be dismissed. 
TWENTY-SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
TRUTH 
3 39. ex dolo maw actio non oritur - a right of action cannot arise out of fraud 
340. Under the Laws of Commerce, truth is sovereign. 
341. The Nickersons assert PHH can not, shall not, and will not ever be able to prove 
uwnership interest in the Nickersons "Note and Mortgage because of the unconscionable, 
adhesive and fraudulent mortgage; fraudulent and inaccurate assignments; improperly indorsed 
note; unfair! unjust, unlawful, and predatory lending practices; the webs of deception and 
concealment they have purposefully, wantonly, maliciously, negligently and wrongfully created 
to hide truth; and the fact that Chase now claims to own and hold the Note (Exhibit 1). 
Therefore, PHH is barred by truth because they have not presented any and do not have any to 
present and their claim should and must be dismissed with prejudice. 
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ADDITIONAL AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
2 As needed for justice to be served 
3 342. Since the facts of this case are still being discovered, and the Nickersons are still 
4 trying to learn how to find, read and apply applicable laws, statutes, rules, maxims, codes, 
5 regulations and cases, and to find, uncover, investigate, expose, prove and report the illegality of 
6 actions committed by PHH and the other principals, the Nickersons reserve and request the right 
7 to assert additional affirmative defenses, amend these affirmative defenses, or supplement these 
& affirmative defenses, as needed for justice to be served if so discovered throughout this process. 
9 PRAYER FOR RELIEF 







PHH's claim to be dismissed with prejudice and that it take nothing thereby; 
For actual and consequential damages; 
For all criminal actions of PHH and their accomplices unveiled or discovered in 









For an entry of satisfaction of mortgage; 
For a return of all monies invested in this property; 
For statutory damages; 
For emotional damages due to the intentional and outrageous fraudulent attempt 
19 of the Plaintiff to illegally steal our ranch from us, our children and future heirs; 
20 8. For an award of all attorney and compensatory legal reparation fees and costs 







For compensatory damages; and 
For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable. 
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COUNTERCLAIMandTHIRDPARTYCOMPLAINT 
2 l. In their allegations, the Nickersons are in no way accepting, admitting, or 
3 conceding that PHH could possibly be the rightful, legal owner or holder of the Nickerson Note 
4 and Mortgage or that the Nickersons granted a Deed of Trust on their property. However, the 
s :\Tickersons, in the interest of fully prosecuting this Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint, 
6 would be remiss in their duties by not presenting their plausible or possible causes of action 
7 against PHH and all Third Party Defendants. 
8 I. INTRODUCTION 
9 2. For a significant period of time the Nickersons looked for a large acreage private 
10 access property which was to be used for fanning, ranching, family, and guests. During their 
11 months of searching they were pre-approved for a loan by Coldwell Banker Mortgage (hereafter 
12 "Coldwell") to be secured with a mortgage (specific type). Coldwell knew the Nickersons were 
13 only looking at large acreage properties and were very encouraging and supportive. After months 
14 of searching, the Nickersons settled on a property in Clearwater County, Idaho. However, a few 
15 days prior to closing Coldwell informed the Nickersons they could not finance properties in 
16 excess of twenty (20) acres in Idaho. The Nickersons were stunned. Coldwell knew the 
17 Nickersons were only looking at large acre parcels. In fact, the original pre-approval was 
18 conducted in order to purchase an eighty (80) acre parcel. Donna Nickerson worked with 
l9 Dominic Forbes, the Coldwell loan specialist who had obtained pre-approval for the Nickersons, 
20 to resolve this issue. Dominic assured the Nickersons he had worked everything out and resolved 
21 any issues and they were ready to go to the closing table. 
22 3. At the closing table, the Nickersons ran into another glitch with Coldwell. The 
23 1\ickersons had clearly communicated to Coldwell they were only willing to sign or execute a 
24 Mortgage for the purchase of any property. In fact, the Nickersons almost terminated the closing 
25 on this property at the closing table due to the ambiguity of the closing documents. Coldwell 
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employees verbally and in v.rriting assured the Closing Agent and the Nickersons they were 
2 getting a Mortgage as agreed and promised and not a Deed of Trust. Coldwell further alleviated 
3 the Kickerson's concerns by indicating a Deed of Trust could not legally be used on this property 
4 in the State of Idaho because of its' size, fifty (50) acres, and location, outside of the city limits, 
5 so the ~ickersons should not be concerned. They, Coldwell, were making sure all documentation 
6 was correct and the Nickersons were fine. Because of Caldwell's promises and assurances, and 
7 their established relationship with them, the Nickersons closed on the property with the clear 
8 understanding they were securing it with all of the rights of a Mortgage. The Nickersons only 
9 signed a few pages at closing. They found this odd but the closing agent said that was all that she 
10 was told to have them sign. 
11 4. Shortly after closing on October 4, 2002, according to Exhibit 10, Coldwell sold 
12 the loan to Fannie Mae on December 27, 2002, but maintained servicing rights until November 
13 1, 2007, when apparently according to Exhibit 15 they assigned, sold or transferred those rights 
14 to Chase. 
15 5. Shortly after this transfer of servicing, curious, burdensome and suspicious 
16 problems with the Nickersons' account started and due to the fraudulent, intentional, malicious 












Defendants/Counter-Plaintiffs/Third Party Plaintiffs 
Charles and Donna Nickerson are husband and wife (hereafter "Nickersons"). 
Counter-Defendant 
PHH Mortgage Corporation (hereafter "PHH") is a foreign corporation which 
24 conducts business in Idaho. 
25 C. Third Party Defendants 
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8. JP Morgan Chase Bank, N.A. (hereafter "Chase") is a National Association 
2 organized under the laws of the United States which conducts business in Idaho. 
" .) 9. Chase Home Finance, LLC. (hereafter "Chase") is a separate legal entity that 
4 offers mortgage and loan services. 
5 10. Coldwell Banker Mortgage (hereafter "Coldwell") is the originating lender, ovme 
6 and original servicer of the Nickersons Mortgage. 
1 11. Mortgage Service Center is a separate legal entity. Claims to be the current 
8 servicer. 
9 12. Just Law, Inc. (hereafter "Just Law") claims to be the only law firm in Idaho 
10 devoted primarily to the needs of the mortgage banking industry. Just Law is incorporated under 
11 Chapter 9 Title 30 Idaho Code as a Guaranty, Title and Trust Company. 
12 13. Just Law Office (hereafter "Just Law") is an Idaho law finn whose primary 







Charles C. Just, Esq., ISB 1779, in his individual and official capacity. 
Kipp L. Manwaring, Esq., ISB 3817, in his individual and official capacity. 
Bradon Howell -Just Law Office Manager and Foreclosure, in his individual and 







Tammie Harris - Just Law Trust Officer, in her individual and official capacjty. 
Jason R. Rammell, Esq., ISB 5372, in his individual and official capacity. 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock, & Fields, Chartered (hereafter "Moffatt 







Jon A. Stenquist, ISB 6724, in his individual and official capacity. 
Agency 
The Nickersons are informed and believe, and on that basis allege, that at all time 
25 since PHH and Just Law became involved with the Nickersons account, PHH, Coldwell, 
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Mortgage Service Center, Just Law, Charles C. Just, Kipp L. Manwaring, Brandon Howell, 
2 Tammie Harris and Jason R. Rammell were agents, servants, employees, and/or joint venturers 
3 of each other and were at all times acting within the course and scope of such agency, service, 
4 employment, and/or joint venture, and each has ratified, approved and authorized the acts of each 
5 other with full knowledge of said facts, and as such should be jointly liable for all civil and 
6 criminal acts, liability and damages caused by their illegal, fraudulent and wrongful actions. 
7 22. The Nickersons are informed and believe, and on that basis allege, that at all time 
8 JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. and Chase Home Finance, LLC were agents, servants, employees, 
9 and/or joint venturers of each other and were at all times acting within the course and scope of 
IO such agency, service, employment, and/or joint venture, and each has ratified, approved and 
11 authorized the acts of each other with full knowledge of said facts and as such will be jointly 
12 referenced as "Chase" in this complaint and should be jointly liable for all civil and criminaJ 





Aiding and Abetting/Conspiracy 
Counter-Defendant and all Third Party Defendants aided and abetted, encouraged, 
16 conspired and rendered substantial assistance to each other in breaching their obligations to the 
17 Nickersons as alleged herein. In taking action, as alleged herein, to aid and abet and substantially 
18 assist the commission of these wrongful acts and other ,wong doings complained of, each of the 
19 defendants acted with an awareness of its, his or her primary wrongdoing and realized that its, 
20 his or her conduct would substantially assist the accomplishment ofthe-wTongful conduct, 
21 wrongful goal, and \:\-TOngdoing. 
22 
23 
24 III. TOLLING OF STATUTES OF LIMITATION BY FRAUDULENT 
25 CONCEALMENT 
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24. .'\ny applicable statutes of limitation have been tolled by Counter-Defendant and 
2 Third Party Defendants continuing, knowing and active concealment of the facts alleged herein. 
3 By virtue of this concealment and misrepresentation, the Nickersons could not and did not 
4 discover the actions or the results of their actions. Any applicable statutes of limitation on 
5 anything the Nickersons did know about are tolled because the Kickersons were infonned and of 
6 the belief the court and other authorities were taking care of it. 
7 25. In the alternative, Counter-Defendant and Third Party Defendants should be 
g estopped from relying on any statutes of limitation. They owed the Nickersons an affinnative 
9 duty of full and fair disclosure, but knowingly failed to honor and discharge such duty. 
10 Furthermore, Counter-Defendant and Third Party Defendants' conduct is not barred by any 
11 statutes oflimitation because their conduct constitutes an ongoing violation of the Nickersons 
12 rights, which continues to the present. 
13 IV. FACTS 
14 26. On or about October 4, 2002, the Nickersons closed on a Note and what was 
15 represented to them by Coldwell as a Mortgage. At this closing the Nickersons believed and 
16 based upon what they were told and the assurances by Coldwell and the closing agent they 
17 executed a Note and a Mortgage. This Mortgage, in complete and total contradiction to what the 
L8 Nickersons had been told by their former counsel of record, has since been labeled, referred to 
l 9 and effectually treated as a Deed of Trust by PHH, Coldwell and the other Third Party 
20 Defendants in this action. 
21 27. The real property securing this transaction is located in Clearwater County, Idaho, 
22 and is more particularly described as follows: 
23 Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
24 Section 22: SE 1/4 NW 1/4, SE 1/4 SW 1/4 NW 1/4 
25 
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28. Alleged copies of the Mortgage and Note are attached to the Plaintifrs complaint 
2 as Exhibits A and C, and a differing true and correct copy of the alleged Note, which was 
3 provided by PHH in response to a QWR, is attached to this complaint as Exhibit 7. 
4 29. PHH claims to have two differing copies of the Nickersons original Note and 







Three original Notes have been claimed thus far. 
There can only be one original note. 
The Nickersons assert the paperwork presented does not accurately reflect the tru 
9 agreements made between Coldwell and the Nickersons. 
10 33. The Nickersons' property consists of fifty (50) acres and 1hus a deed of trust coul 
11 not and can not legally be used to secure interest in this property according to I.C. § 45-1502. 
12 34. Furthermore, the presented document itself inaccurately and unreliably claims the 
13 area of the property is forty (40) acres or less and is both fraudulent and illegal. 
14 35. Because of the condition and nature of the property, the Nickersons chose to 
15 provide a minimal dovvn payment and elected to carry PMI (Private Mortgage Insurance) 
16 coverage. The Nickersons knew that hard work and the nature of the improvements they were 
17 going to make would quickly result in meeting the guidelines to remove PMI. The Nickersons 
18 \l\1ere assured there was no minimum requirement of time they must wait to have PMI removed. 
19 In fact, the Nickersons were told as soon as they met the qualification they could remove PMI 
20 even if it was the next month. 
21 36. According to Fannie Mae (Exhibit I 0), Cold\vell sold the loan to Fannie Mae on 
22 December 27, 2002, but the Nickersons were never informed of this sale and there is no record 
23 of this sale or transfer in the county records. When the Nickersons found out during this 
24 litigation this apparent sale had occurred they were shocked. Coldwell clearly had represented to 
25 them that their loan and this property did not meet Fannie Mae's guidelines. 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
Page 96 of300 
1487
p.7 
Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
37. After the PMI conditions were met, the Nickersons attempted to cancel PMI but 
2 Coldwell blatantly refused, which was a breach of the contract. Section 1 O(b) of the mortgage 
3 presented states the Nickersons bad the right to '"request and obtain cancellation of the Mortgage 
4 Insurance." 
5 38. Coldwell acknowledged they told the Nickersons they could cancel PMI but 
6 stated the rules had changed and that PMI had to be maintained for at least two years. Because of 
7 the time and expense to fight this issue, and due to other extenuating circumstances, the 
8 Nickersons decided to temporarily drop the issue. 
9 39. According to Coldwell, they maintained the servicing rights to the Nickersons 
10 mortgage until November 1, 2007, when they transferred, assigned or sold those rights to Chase. 
11 See Exhibit 15. 
12 40. On or about November 20, 2007, Coldwell executed an Assignment of Deed of 
13 Trust whfoh assigned their alleged interest in the Note and Mortgage to Chase and recorded this 
14 assignment in the C]earwater County records as instrument number 207590 (Exhibit 11). 
15 41. This assignment is an invalid fraudulent misrepresentation, and should never have 
16 occurred, because, according to Exhibit I 0, Fannie Mae held the Note at this time and Chase has 
17 claimed tluoughout these proceedings and eight (8) times in their discovery responses alone they 
18 did not own, purchase, or sell the Note. 
19 42. In contrast, according to Exhibits 1 and 9, Chase now cJaims they do own the 
20 note, they are in possession of it, and they are the investor. 
21 43. After the transferring of service from Coldwell to Chase, the Nickersons 
22 attempted to again cancel the PMI because all of the conditions had long since been met, and it 
23 was an unnecessary expense, and against all agreements for them to be forced to pay the PMI 
24 premiums each month. Coldwell had clearly and knowingly breached the contract regarding 
25 canceling the PMI. The Nickersons wanted to give Chase a chance to cancel it. The Nickersons 
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provided appraisal and property valuation to Chase which showed substantial equity to support 
2 their request. Chase repeatedly refused to cancel the PMI with no explanation and no willingness 
3 to discuss, which was another clear breach of the contract. Section 10(b) of the mortgage states 
4 the Nickersons had the right to "request and obtain cancellation of the Mortgage Insurance." 
5 Nickersons immediately noticed Chase began having accounting problems with 
6 their account once Chase realized the substantial amount of equity compared to the relatively 
44. 
7 small loan balance. 
8 45. Nickersons received numerous and almost monthly notices of failure to provide 
9 insurance followed by notices that Chase had purchased insurance, provided copies of policies, 
10 had made a mistake, etc. In one such instance, Chase purchased a forced placed homeo~ners 
11 insurance for S2,870 using escrow funds after acknowledging the Nickersons had insurance. This 
12 coverage was then cancelled upon transfer of servicing to PHH with an effective date of the date 
13 of purchase (Exhibit 19). Chase did not refund to the Nickersons the insurance premiums they 
14 withdrew from the Nickersons escrow account. 
15 46. Chase has just recently settled a Class Action suit against them for their alleged 
16 improprieties regarding forced placed homeo\\ners insurance. Saccoccio v. JPMorgan Chase 
17 Bank, NA. www.SaccoccioSettlementlnfo.com. This case corroborates with the Nickersons 
18 factual allegations that Chase has problems regarding forced placed insurance and account 
19 records. 
20 47. In addition, Chase "set aside $23 billion last year to cover the settlements and 
21 other costs related to its legal troubles." JPMorgan Chase pays $614M over mortgage lending-
22 USA Today (Exhibit 20) 
23 48. Upon transfer of servicing from Chase, PHH purchased forced placed insurance 
24 and has continued to do so. PHH and Chase are well aware the Nickersons have and have had 
25 insurance on their property from closing. The Nickersons were repeated told, informed and 
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instructed by Chase to disregard any notices about insurance and subsequent conflicting account 
2 errors because Chase had the required proof of insurance on file. 
3 49. Early 2009, Chase irrationally and insanely stopped sending monthly statements 
4 to the Nickersons which violates the requirements of 12 C.F.R. § 1026.41 Periodk statements 
5 for residential mortgage loans. 
6 50. Chase would not and did not send the Nickersons receipts. I.C. § 9-1502. Debtor 
7 May Demand Receipt. "Whoever pays money, or delivers an instrument or property, is entitled 
8 to a receipt therefor from the person to whom the payment or delivery is made, and may demand 
9 a proper signature to such receipt as a condition of the payment or delivery." 
10 51. The Nickersons were forced to call Chase repeatedly in order to find out what was 
11 going on with their account. During this time any problems with the account or alleged past due 
12 payments, misapplied payments, etc. were painfully, time consumingly, systematically and 
13 eventually worked out with various Chase employees. 
14 52. All phone calls were witnessed and listened to via speaker phone and conference 
15 calls. 
16 53. The Nickersons made countless calls and spent countless hours on the phone with 
17 Chase employees trying to straighten out their account. 
18 54. On all of these calls, the Nickersons asked the Chase employee to make notes on 
19 the account and tape the conversation so a complete record of what was going on could be 
20 referenced later because Chase was not sending statements. The Nickersons requested Chase 
21 employees read their notations and requested them to add to the notations as needed to create a 
22 complete record. The Chase employees stated they would send a confirmation and or a copy of 
23 the changes made, but none were ever forthcoming. The Chase employees stated they would ta 
24 the call and at times asked the Nickersons to hold a minute while they started the recording. The 
25 Nickersons never once agreed to speak to a Chase employee without the conversation being 
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l taped. The Nickersons were told the tapes were being stored by a third party entity and would be 
2 available to the Nickersons if needed at a later date. 
3 55. During these calls many Chase employees told the Nickersons they could see 
4 "strange account activity on their screen" such as, the Nickersons were being billed twice 
5 monthly, payments were being misapplied, payments were being held in suspense creating a 
6 default, etc. 
7 56. Chase employees reviewed the account, saw the problems and made oral and 
8 written requests to research to have the errors corrected and reported to the Nickersons 





The Nickersons repeatedly requested statements but Chase would not send them. 
Nickersons had contact with other Chase employees who called the Nickersons 






They stated the home was in foreclosure. 
They scared the Nickersons \.Vi.th sale dates, called the Nickersons deadbeats, 
16 made outlandish and derogatory comparisons, and even went so far as to blame the Nickersons 
17 for the entire economic condition of the country. 
18 61. They stated they could throw them in debtor's prison and were doing it across the 
19 country. 
20 62. Despite the Nickersons repeatedly telling the Chase employees that they had just 
21 made payments and were current and to please review the account again, they demanded they 
22 sign over the deed as the only way to gain relief. 
23 63. They stated they could and would throw them, their children and their belongings 
24 out on the street. They threatened to change the locks on the doors, padlock the gate, and seize 
25 their belongings, specifying this included even pictures and baby memories. 
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64. They told them they had done this while the Nickersons were out of state and told 
2 them they would be charged with trespassing and thrown in jail if they re-entered the property. 
3 The Nickersons frantically traveled cross country to try and secure their property only to find 
4 there were no postings, no locks, no police, only more lies. 
5 65. Numerous Chase employees threatened to destroy their credit so they could and 
6 would not get work. They informed the Nickersons Mr. Nickerson no longer had an executive 
7 career, or any career "other than sitting on the side of the road with a cardboard sign." Chase 
8 employees stated that it did not matter that he had an impeccable professional reputation, that all 
9 executive roles required good credit, and he no longer had it and would not have it for 1 O+ years 
1 o unless THEY fixed it. 
11 66. One particularly obnoxious and abusive employee even went so far as to falsely 
12 inform (but "vith strong authoritative presentation) the Nickersons they could not even get a job 
1J. at McDonald's with bad credit. 
14 67. They also informed the Nickersons that their bad credit would affect their kids 
15 and their future credit and opportunities. It was a living nightmare. 
16 68. Because of the Nickerson' s previous total lack of experience with having bad 
17 credit, and always having good credit, they did not know or realize the extent of the lies, 
18 deception and misrepresentation they were experiencing. They never dreamed a supposed 
19 professional would treat and mislead them in these ways. 
20 69. These threats were real and felt irrefutably imminent, scary, intimidating, 
2 1 handicapping, traumatizing and distressing. 
22 70. The Nickersons had severe nightmares ofliving on the streets, of being homeless, 
23 ofbaving no food, of being in grave danger, etc. These nightmares produced night sweats, 
24 sleeplessness, extreme anxiety, stress induced arrhythmias and breathing difficulties, illness, and 
25 other such complications. 
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71. Chase employees threatened to seize all other assets of the Nickersons in addition 
2 to the Idaho property. They threatened and assured the Nickersons they could and would drive 
3 them into bankruptcy. 
4 72. They told them they were proactively destroying their credit. They explained how 
5 they were hitting their credit weekly to drive the score down and v.rould continue to do so until 
6 the Nickersons complied with signing the deed over. They said each hit drove the credit down by 
7 a minimum of 5 points. 
8 73. They said they could report whatever or however they wanted to report to the 
CJ credit bureaus. 
10 74. They laughed when the Nickersons told them they would contact the credit 





They threatened and promised to bankrupt them. 
The account was a dual tracking and dual billing nightmare that the Nickersons 
14 were repeatedly told was a computer glitch. The Nickersons told Chase how damaging and 
15 injurious the nightmare was and pled with them to get it corrected. 
16 77. Nickersons made countless verbal, v,:ritten and in person requests for account 
17 information, including but not limited to statements, proof of payments, documentation of 
18 Chase's accounting and record keeping errors that had been corrected, transcripts or 
19 acknowledgments of conversations, printouts of account transactions, but never received any of 
20 this requested documentation. 
21 78. At times, Chase employees represented and reported to the Nickersons that they 
22 could see on their screen what was wrong with the account and were "sending requests to 
23 research" in order to fix their account records, but the Nickersons never received any information 
24 from ··research". 
25 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
Page I 02 of 300 
1493
p.13 
Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
79. These Chase employees described dual tracking, misapplied payments, payments 
2 in suspense accounts, payments in escrow, numerous and extremely expensive forced placed 





Nickersons continued to make montWy payments like clockwork until prohibited. 
Nickersons continued to state to every representative on recorded and Vvitnessed 
6 conversations that this was their ranch, they wanted to keep it, they had the financial wherewith 
7 to keep it and they were going to fight to keep it. 
8 82. At times, the Nickersons received letters from Chase indicating a problem with 
9 the account and the Nickersons would call Chase to discuss the letters to confirm their 
10 legitimacy. The Chase employees represented to the Nickersons that everything was OK so 
11 disregard and do not worry about the letters. The Nickersons were clearly told to disregard any 
12 and all correspondence received as the system was for some unknown reason automatically 
13 generating it. Chase indicated their account had been placed in the wrong system and Chase 
14 would get it corrected. Multiple Chase employees on various occasions stated and indicated the 
15 Nickersons were not the only ones dealing with these inconceivable problems v.rith the system 
16 and their accounts. 
17 83. On or about September of 2009, Kickersons began working with a Chase 
18 employee named Kim. Based on their conversations ""ith Kim, the Nickersons believed they 
19 would finally be able to get Chase's records straightened out and end the nightmare once and for 
20 all. Over the coming months Kim diligently worked ,vith research and the Nickersons to find, 




84. On September 2, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
number of 228484496. This pa:yment was coordinated ,vi.th a Chase employee named McKayla. 
85. Nickersons were instructed not to make a monthly payment in October of2009 
25 per discussions with Chase employees who stated they were already paid through October. Agai 
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the accounts were so messed up, there was a substantial amount of excess funds in escrow, and 
2 the Nickersons had no statements, so they could only trust what they were told. 
3 86. On November 12, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmatio 
4 number of 23436394. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named Grngg and it 
5 was confirmed by a Chase employee named Bridgett when the Nickersons called back to verify 
6 the payment was applied correctly and to the right account. 
7 87. On December 11, 2009, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
8 number of 23792660. This payment was coordinated with a Chase employee named Izzy. 
9 88. On January 21, 2010, Nickersons made a monthly payment with a confirmation 
10 number of 24262170. This payment was coordinated with Kim. Note: The Nickersons attempted 
1 I to make this payment sooner but Kim questioned new activity on the account that she knew was 
12 another generated error, and because of all of the previous problems wanted to get it corrected 
13 before she applied the payment. Kim accepted the payment on January 21st at the insistence of 
14 the Nickersons. 
15 89. In January of 2010, the Nickersons were told by Kim all errors had been corrected 
16 and that their account was in good standing. 
17 90. Nickersons were also to]d by Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. that Chase had represented 
18 in a credit report the Nickersons were current and in good standing as of January of20IO which 
19 confirmed what Chase had told the Nickersons. This was an extremely serious issue because the 
20 Nickersons wanted to make sure their credit was being reported correctly. 
21 91. In February of 2010, the Nickersons were told by Kim that the loan had been sold 
22 and the mortgage servicing was apparently being transferred. Kim indicated she could no longer 
23 access the Nickersons account. 
24 92. At that time and in a few other conversations, Kim told the Nickersons that since 
25 their last payment in January there was a lot of suspicious and illegal activity with their account 
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and a lot of other Chase accounts she was working on and had personal. knowledge of. She 
2 indicated something was very v.rong, to please get an attorney and be careful. She indicated the 
3 account was well documented should anything happen to her. She further expressed concern and 
4 fear about our conversation which was suspiciously terminated. She indicated she ·was afraid of 
s what was going on. She sounded and presented scared. 
6 93. Chase prevented the Nickersons from gaining access to Kim after February of 
7 2010. Kim suspiciously disappeared from Chase at that time and the Nickersons have been 
8 greatly concerned for her safety and well-being ever since. Chase employees at her number even 
9 went as far as to deny her existence. 
10 94. More on our investigation shall be presented at trial with confidential witness 
11 testimonies. 
12 95. From this point on, the facts concerning the actions of Chase, PHH, and Just Law 
13 become very hard to extract from their endless web of deception. False statements, false 
14 assignments, false documents, lies, deceit, fraud, contradictions, misrepresentations, illegality 
15 and criminal intent abound. 
16 96. The facts concerning the Nickersons remain very simple and straight forward. To 
l 7 Nickersons simply wanted to make their payments and be assured their payments were applied 
18 correctly, and to possess and protect their property and secure their safety as is their inalienable 
19 right according to the Constitution of the State ofldaho Art. 1 § 1. 
20 97. The Nickersons have not acted on their own until now because they understood 
21 the FBI, Idaho Attorney General, Federal Consumer Trade Bureau, their former counsel, and 
22 other appropriate law enforcement were looking into their case. (See Exhibit 36). 
23 98. In December of 2009, Fannie Mae allegedly transferred interest in the Note 
24 (Exhibit 10), however, at that time, the Nickersons never received any notification or 
25 
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1 documentation from Fannie Mae regarding this transfer nor was this transfer recorded in the 
2 Clearwater County land records. 
p.16 
3 99. In February of 2010, Nickersons received a letter dated February 12, 2010, from 
4 Coldwell telling them the servicing of their account had been assigned to Mortgage Service 
5 Center on February 5, 2010. See Exhibit 4. 
6 100. In February of 2010, Nickersons received two more letters dated February 12, 
7 2010. One from Coldwell and one from PHH both claiming an alleged default and a notice of 
8 their intention to foreclose. See Exhibits 2 and 3. 
9 101. The Nickersons were shocked and confused by these letters because Chase had 
10 just told them and Wells Fargo had confirmed they were current and in good standing. 
11 102. PHH and Coldwe11 sent the Notice oflntention to Foreclose letters (Exhibits 2 
12 and 3) to the Nickersons four months prior to when PHH was allegedly assigned beneficial 
13 interest in the Note and Mortgage. Sending the notice of intention to foreclose was intentionally 
14 misleading because PHH could not foreclose until they obtained beneficial interest in the Note 
15 and Mortgage. PHH maliciously used this notice as a roadblock to bar all of the Nickersons 
16 efforts to make payments and resolve the disputed default. Further, PHH never allowed the 
17 Nickersons to make payments, thereby, fabricating a default caused solely by the actions of 
18 PHH. 
19 103. Nickersons immediately attempted to contact Coldwell and figure out what was 
20 going on but could not get any information or assistance from Coldwell. 
21 104. They spoke with a Coldwell employee who wanted to help and tried, but was not 
22 really in a position to facilitate a resolution. 
23 105. Nickersons then tried to work with PHH and Mortgage Service Center. At first 
24 PHH denied having the account and would not speak with the Nickersons. The Nickersons 
25 insisted the account had been sold to them, but they said it was not in their system. Later PHH 
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and Mortgage Service Center stated the account was in default, they could not accept pa)ments 
2 and they could not speak with the Nickersons. The Nickersons disputed the default and proved 
3 there were issues and errors with the account, the records of payments, and transactions that had 
4 been made. In addition, they told them there was supposed to be over $7000 in esc.row and there 
5 were even other funds being held in suspense accom1ts. 
6 106. PHH repeatedly told the Nickersons that they did not have the account records 
7 and that the Nickersons would have to get the account records from Chase. How can PHH claim 
8 default when they don't have account records? RESPA Regulation X - 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 
9 requires servicers to "(iv) Provide owners or assignees of mortgage loans with accurate and 
10 current information and documents about all mortgage loans they own;" According to this law, 
11 PHH had to have all of the account information. If they did not, as they claimed, then they could 
12 not Jegally pursue foreclosure because they had no proof of default. 
13 107. PHH refused to accept payments from the Nickersons. 
14 108. PHH refused to research the disputed default even after the l\ickersons proved it 
15 was V{rong and provided proof that payments had been made and other transactions had 
16 occurred. 
17 109. After months of trying to work with PHH and being barred from performance, in 
18 June of 2010, Coldwell sent the Nickersons a coupon book with the first payment being due June 
19 1,2010, and requesting checks be made payable to Coldwell. See Exhibit 2 l. 
20 110. The Nickersons were excited and thought maybe Coldwell, PHH or whoever had 
21 the loan, had researched the dispute after all and the account had been straightened out. They 
22 were excited about everything finally being reso]ved. 
23 111. Nickersons immediately contacted PHH and Coldwell to see if they could make 
24 the February, March, April, and May payments as well as the June payment. They explained to 
25 the representatives what had been going on and how they had been trying to make payments on 
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their account but could not get any information as to who, where, and when the payments should 
2 or could be sent because the customer service representatives had refused to accept any and all 
3 payments and told them not to pay. 
4 112. PHH' s representatives informed the Nickersons that they were sorry but they 
5 should not have received a coupon book they had received it in error. PHH told the Nickersons 
6 not to send any money. PHH was only willing to foreclose on this note. When asked what would 
7 happen if the Nickersons sent the money anyway to make PHH take it, PHH stated it would only 
8 be applied toward foreclosure and attorney fees. 
9 113. In addition, the offer to make these payments was made to Just Law, the alleged 
IO trustee and foreclosure firm appointed by PHH, so the Nickersons could remain current on the 
l l loan and there would be no excuse for foreclosure. Just Law refused to accept the Nickersons 
12 payments. 
13 114. The Nickersons were ready, v.-illing and able to tender any legitimate monthly 
14 payment owed under the Note. 
15 115. Since February of 2010, the Nickersons have not been given the opportunity 1o 
16 make payments on the Note. 
17 116. Prior to that time, the Nickersons clearly understood they had made all payments 
18 they were normally, ethically, legally and contractually obligated to make. 
19 117. Wells Fargo and Genworth (the PMI company) both told Coldwell and PHH 
20 verbally and in writing on multiple occasions that 1) the Nickersons wanted to pay on the Note, 
21 2) the Nickersons had the ability and financial resources to pay on the Note, and 3) this ·was a 
22 wrongful and unnecessary foreclosure. PHH and Coldwell stubbornly and inconceivably refused 
23 to contact or work \\'1th the Nickersons. 
24 118. Instead of trying to work with the Njckersons, PHH refused payments, offered no 
25 grace period, denied having Chase's records, failed to provide a specific default amount, failed t 
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provide documentation, and destroyed the Nickersons' credit with reports oflate payments and 
2 foreclosure started. "A foreclosure will cause a credit score to drop sharply, typically by 200 to 
3 300 points." Andrew Housser, co-CEO of Bills.com. See How Foreclosure Affects Your Credit 
4 Score and Your L(fe -AOL Real Estate (Exhibit 22). 
5 119. PHH fraudulently appointed Just Law, Inc. as Trustee on June 4, 2010, (Exhibit 
6 23) certifying they had obtained alleged beneficial interest \Vhen, in fact, they did not obtain 
7 alleged beneficial interest until the alleged assignment from Chase occurred on June 9, 2010 
8 (Exhibit 8). The very appointment of a trustee adds to the fraudulent actions because a Mortgage 
9 does not have or need a trustee. This fraud is further compounded with the fact PHH provided 
1 o this appointment when the undersigned swore PHH was the beneficiary, when at the time they 
11 executed this document they were not. The Nickersons allege they have not been at any time 
12 since either. 
13 120. The appointment of trustee document does not provide proof that PHH was 
14 assigned beneficial interest There is no reference to Chase assigning beneficial interest to PHH 
15 and no record of the date when PHH received the alleged beneficial interest within this 
16 document. In addition, PHH could not lawfully appoint a trustee at all because this was a 
17 Mortgage not a Deed of Trust. Furthermore, the appointment of trustee document is missing 1) 
18 the number of pages information in the county record information, 2) the printed name and title 
19 of the person who executed the document, and 3) the seal of the person who executed the 
20 document. See Exhibit 23. LC. § 18-3203 makes it a felony to knowingly offer a false or forged 
21 instrument to be filed or recorded, which, if genuine, might be filed or recorded under any law of 
22 this state. 
')" _., 121. Chase allegedly assigned the Note and Mortgage to PHH on June 9, 2010 (Exhibi 
24 8). However, Chase claimed in their interrogatory responses they were only the servicer not the 
25 ov.,ner nor purchaser nor seller of the Note. This is in direct conflict v.ith Exhibit 9, Notice of 
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"New Creditor dated December 22, 2009, which states they bought the loan. and Exhibit 1, where 
2 Chase states they currently own and have the note in their possession. 
3 122. The assignment from Chase to PHH was executed by robo-signer Kirsten Bailey. 
4 Kirsten Bailey is listed as a robo-signer by auditors McDonnell Property Analytics. (Exhibit 16) 
5 123. The assignment from Chase to PHH claims Just Law was the successor trustee, 
6 however, PHH could not appoint Just Law as trustee until PHH had beneficial interest which is 
7 what this assignment was allegedly doing. See Exhibit 8. 
8 124. The assignment claims Just Law as the successor trustee yet the Nickersons 
9 cannot find any evidence a trustee was previously appointed nor any record oftennination of 
IO such a trustee in the file. 
11 125. Chase sent the Nickersons a "Notice of New Creditor" letter dated December 22, 
12 2009, (Exhibit 9) stating: l) "Chase is the New Creditor of your loan." 2) "The date of sale of 
13 your mortgage loan to the New Creditor was: December 3, 2009", and 3) "Evidence of transfer 
14 of O'wnership of your mortgage loan or the instnunent securing your mortgage loan is recorded in 
15 the land records of the county in which the mortgage property is located." There is no recorded 
16 evidence in the land records of Clearwater County regarding this transaction. 
17 126. Just Law filed Notice of Default (Exhibit 24) on June 11, 2010, only two days 
18 after PHH is allegedly assigned beneficial interest, in order to initiate the non-judicial foreclosur 
19 process. 
20 127. Notice of Default (Exhibit 24) provided no proof of beneficial interest. It provided 
21 no record of the alleged transfer from Chase which is what allegedly provided PHH with 
22 beneficial interest. 
128. The Notice of Default (Exhibit 24) was inaccurate, illegal and maliciously filed. 
24 PHH and Just Law knew: 1) the default was in dispute, 2) the default amount was incorrect, 3) 
25 the Nickersons had provided proof of payments and transactions that invalidated the default, 4) 
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PHH made no attempt to resolve the dispute but instead blocked all efforts by the Nickersons to 
2 make payments and resolve the dispute, 5) they did not have the account records to prove the 
3 default and, 6) the Nickersons property could not legally be foreclosed upon non-judicially. 
4 129. Notice of Default (Exhibit 24) was executed by Third Party Defendant Charles C. 
5 Jus1. Mr. Just knew the Notice of Default was inaccurate, knew PHH was not the Note holder 
6 and did not have beneficial interest, knew the property could not be foreclosed non-judicially, 
7 and therefore, knew it was being executed and recorded illegally. 
8 130. Just Law issued a Notice of Trustee's Sale on June 16, 2010. This Notice of 
9 Trustee's Sale is inaccurate and illegal. It provided no record of the alleged transfer from Chase 
1 o which is what allegedly provided PHH with beneficial interest. Attached as Exhibit 25 is the 
11 Notice of Trustee's Sale. 
12 131 . After being thwarted in their efforts to get this situation straightened out Vvith 
13 Chase, Coldwell and PHH, Nickersons sought out PHH's counsel, Just Law. 
14 132. Third party defendant Jason Rammell, Just Law's attorney assigned to this case, 
15 refused to speak with the Nickersons. 
16 13 3. Nickersons had numerous conversations with Just Law 1) detailing the abundant 
I 7 accounting and record keeping errors they had suffered during the time Chase ,,vas servicing the 
18 account, 2) communicating the fact various representatives had finally gotten the accounting 
I 9 straightened out and then the account was abruptly transferred to PHH, 3) explaining that 
20 apparently, the errors resurfaced or new ones were randomly created during the transfer, only far 
21 more substantial this time, and 4) informing them PHH had intentionally blocked all efforts of 
22 the Nickersons to resolve the dispute and establish reinstatement even when proof of errors and 
23 inaccuracies was provided. 
24 134. Nickersons spoke with third party defendant Bradon Howell of Just Law and told 
25 him, among other things, they disputed the allegations of default and told Bradon Howell that 
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Chase and PHH were fraudulently attempting to take their property. Among other things, the 
2 Nickersons informed Bradon Howell of the following: 1) The Nickersons faithfully made their 
3 payments through January 2010, and then, all further payments had been blocked, refused and 
4 rejected. 2) PHH had claimed a default amount days after claiming to purchase the account, 
s citing it as a reason to refuse payments, but refused to explain or provide any records to explain 
6 how the Nickersons' account had any default on it at all. 3) PHH nor Chase would answer any 
7 questions, allow the Nickersons to speak with any of the representatives they had previously 
8 worked with and had frrst hand knowledge of their account, provide any records, nothing. 4) The 
9 Nickersons felt foul play was evident and expressed grave concern of what was really going on, 
10 and specifically mentioned fear for the safety and well-being of a Chase representative named 
1 l Kim. 5) The Nickersons stressed they wanted to keep their property and had the financial 
12 wherewithal to do so. 6) The Nickersons offered to pay the payments from the time PHH took 
L3 over servicing and prohibited the Nickersons from making payments, but Just Law refused. 
14 135. The Nickersons begged, entreated and pled with Bradon Howell to help them get 
15 the situation resolved and communicated how the actions and allegations of Chase, PHH and Jus 
16 Law were creating extreme hardships and severe emotional distress for the Nickersons, their 
17 financial stability, their other assets and their way of life. 
18 136. The Nickersons informed Bradon Howell they were in the ministry and provided 
19 financial counseling and that posting the Notice of Trustee's Sale was extremely damaging to 
20 their character and testimony. 
21 13 7. The Nickersons pointed out errors, inaccuracies and unlav.ful activities associated 
22 vvith their account. 
23 138. They further communicated their property was fifty (50) acres secured by a 
24 Mortgage and a non-judicial foreclosure was not appropriate, proper or legal. 
25 
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139. Bradon Howell acted in a manner to encourage the Nickersons to believe he was 
2 sympathetic to their plight and told the Nickersons he would communicate their story to Jason 
3 Rammell to see how Just Law was going to proceed. 
4 140. After allegedly speaking with Jason Rammell, Bradon Howell told the Nickersons 
5 he was sorry, but Jason Rammell said Just Law had been hired to foreclose, that is how they got 
6 paid, and they were going to go ahead and moYe forward ·with the non-judicial foreclosure. 
7 141. Bradon Howell, among other things, then told the Nickersons 1) it was an effort i 
8 futility to fight such a large mortgage company, 2) Just Law worked only for the mortgage 
9 company and had no responsibility or liability to the Nickersons, 3) Just Law received a flat rate 
1 o for foreclosing, 4) Just Law had indemnity that protected them from any liability so inaccuracies, 
11 inconsistencies, fraud and other legal issues regarding pursuing the foreclosure with inaccurate 
12 records and, or, fraudulent documentation would not create any liability for them personally, 5) 
13 Just Law was the largest mortgage foreclosure firm in the CS, 6) fighting the foreclosure was 
14 going to pose an extreme financial burden on the Nickersons without any real possibility of 
15 prevailing, 7) when a foreclosure is filed the home is foreclosed on, and 8) the Nickersons should 
16 simply let Just Law illegally foreclose and take their property and ranch. 
17 142. Bradon Howell contacted Wells Fargo on a regular basis and provided false, 
18 misleading and unsolicited foreclosure status reports. 
19 143. Nickersons again sought help from Wells Fargo, who had the second mortgage on 
20 the property, and Genworth, the PMI company, to see if they could facilitate a resolution. Both 
21 Wells Fargo and Genworth told PHH and Just Law verbally and in writing on multiple occasions 
22 that there was no reason for a foreclosure and to work this out, but were ignored. 
23 144. The Nickersons continued paying their second mortgage to Wells Fargo until fall 
24 of 2012 when the effects of the false, misleading and unsolicited foreclosure reports from Just 
25 Law damaged the Nickersons' and Wells Fargo's relationship. 
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145. Nickersons hired Tom Clark of Clark and Feeney who they understood was a very 
2 competent, qualified attorney with extensive experience in this area oflaw. Tom appointed John 
3 Mitchell to handle the case under his complete and direct oversight and supervision. John sent a 
4 letter to Just Law informing them his firm was representing the Nickersons in this matter and of 
5 their liability for illegally foreclosing. Just Law stopped the non-judicial foreclosure just days 
6 before the sale. Mr. Mitchell tried to communicate with Jason Rammell on multiple occasions 
7 but Jason Rammell refused to return his calls. 
8 146. Despite the fact PHH's claims for default had been proven wrong, their 
9 documentation and records were inaccurate, the PMI company was urging them to resolve this 
10 issue \\<1th the Nickerson, Wells Fargo requested the right to purchase the Note, the Nickersons 
11 were ready, willing and able to resolve the disputed default and they knew the Nickersons were 
12 suffering emotionally, personally and professionally, PHH went ahead and initiated the judicial 
13 foreclosure action knowing they did not even own the Note. 
14 147. With full knowledge of the damaging effects to the Nickersons emotions, person, 
15 and reputation, Just Law proceeded to serve the said action via newspaper instead of serving the 
16 counsel whom Just Law knew was representing the Nickersons in this case in violation of 15 
l7 u.s.c. § 1692b(6). 
l8 148. From the time PHH and Just Law filed their fraudulent foreclosure claim until 
19 August of 2013, the Nickersons were represented by John Mitchell and the firm of Clark and 
20 Feeney. The Nickersons were unaware of the motions made by opposing counsel, the decisions 
21 made by 1he court and the actual and correct status of the case until that time. Since that time, th.e 
22 Nickersons, in representing themselves pro se, have made every reasonable, prudent, diligent, 
23 ethical, moral and conscientious effort to scour the record and present this case justly, accurately, 
24 and appropriately. The Nickersons are still trying to gain at least a functional understanding of 
25 
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the case, how to defend their rights and prosecute their claims, and how the court system 
2 operates. 
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3 149. The Plaintiff did not serve the Nickersons "copies of documentation" as ordered 
4 by the Court so the Nickersons access to the record has been severely limited and handicapped. 
5 150. Since the copy of the record the Nickersons were provided with was incomplete 
6 and full of falsehoods, inconsistencies and contradictions, the Nickersons decided to send QWRs 
7 to Chase, PHH and Coldwell in an attempt to determine who actually owned the Note and 
8 Mortgage and who was the actual servicer. 
9 151. In response to the QWR, Chase states, "We are not required to produce the 
1 O original note which will remain in our possession ... The investor for this loan is JPMorgan 
11 Chase Bank, National Association." (emphasis added) See Exhibit 1. This was an unexpected 
12 turn of events. PHH and Chase have all along claimed Chase was only the servicer but now 
13 Chase claims to be the Note holder and investor on the Nickersons loan. 
14 152. PHH provided equally surprising revelations in their response to the QWR 
15 (Exhibit 6). First, PHH does not claim to be the owner of the Note nor to be the investor. If PHH 
16 does not own the Note, how could they have authority to initiate a foreclosure against the 
17 Nickersons? As a matter of law, they could not. Second, PHH claims the assignment of record is 
18 the assignment in which Coldwell assigns interest to Chase. PHH is now admitting they do not 
19 have any interest at all. Third, PHH presents a new entity to the Nickersons -Mortgage Service 
20 Center. Although the Nickersons were aware of the Mortgage Service Center, they did not 
21 realize that the Mortgage Service Center was a separate entity from PHH, and not just the 
22 account servicing department of PHH. PHH' s response states, "'Documentation enclosed show 
23 Mortgage Service Center is the entity servicing the loan." Last, and perhaps most disturbing is 
24 PHH provides a copy of the Note (Exhibit 7 -purported to be a copy of the original Note 
25 because the QWR specifically requests a copy of the original Note). However, this copy of the 
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Note is nothing ]ike the copy PHH provided in their complaint (Complaint Exhibit C) which has 
2 markings, numbers and circles on the face of it. This is very alarming and disturbing. How can 
3 there be three "original Notes"? (PHH has provided two very different copies and Chase claims 
4 they are actually in possession of the original) 
5 153. PHH does not hold or own the Nickersons Note and Mortgage and PHH is not the 
6 servicer of the Nickersons loan. 
1 154. 1brough deceit and false misrepresentation Chase, Coldwell, PHH, Just Law, 
8 their attorneys of record, and the other known and unknown principals have conspired to defraud 
9 the Nickersons and the Court by; 1) crafting fraudulent documents -Deed of Trust, Assignments 
10 of Deed of Trust, Notices, Appointments, etc., 2) refusing to work with and for the Nickersons to 
l J resolve the disputed default, 3) refusing to accept payments in order to purposefully create and 
12 maintain an incurable default, 4) not telling the truth about who owns the Note, 5) manipulating 
13 payments and transaction records to show a default, and 6) proceeding with an illegal and 
14 fraudulent foreclosure. This outrageous behavior has been done with the express intent to 
15 maliciously and fraudulently foreclose on the Nickersons property in order to cover up their 
16 fraud, steal the equity in the property and presumably stay out of jail. 
17 155. As victims of PHH, Chase, Just Law and all of the other third party defendants, 
18 the Nickersons have been severely, significantly and substantially injured. According to Black's 
19 Law Dictionary a victim is a "person harmed by criminal acts, attack target." According to the 
20 Encarta ® World English Dictionary injury is defined as "4. Law infringement of rights: the 
21 violation of a person's or group's rights, against which legal action can be taken." Black's Law 
22 Dictionary defines injury as "Any wrong or damage done to another, either in his person, rights, 
23 reputation, or property. In the civil law. A delict committed in contempt or outrage of any one, 
24 whereby his body, his dignity, or his reputation is maliciously injured." 
25 
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156. As a result of the victimization, traumatic abuse and consequent injuries 
2 perpetrated against the Nickersons by Coldwell, Chase, PHH, Just Law and the other third party 
3 defendants, the Nickersons are taking legal action and now present their causes of action. 
4 157. "Lay not wait, 0 wicked man, against the dwelling of the righteous; spoil not his 
5 resting place: For a just man falleth seven times, and riseth up again: but the wicked shall fall 





CAUSES OF ACTION 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
BREACH OF CONTRACT 
158. Breach of contract is a violation of a contract or agreement in which one party 
11 fails to fulfill its promises or by interfering with the ability of another party to fulfill its duties. 
12 Count l - Breach of Contract by Chase 
13 Against Third Party Defendant - Chase 
14 159. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
15 its entirety in 1his cause of action. 
16 160. According to the records provided, on or about November 1, 2007, Coldwell sold 
17 or transferred the servicing rights of the Note (contract) to Chase (Exhibit 15). 
18 161. 12 U.S.C. § 2605(i)(3) defines servicing as; "receiving any scheduled periodic 
19 payments from a borrower pursuant to the terms of any loan, including amounts for escrow 
20 accounts described in section 2609 of this title, and making the payments of principal and 
21 interest and such other payments with respect to the amounts received from the borrower as may 
22 be required pursuant to the terms of the loan." 
23 162. Chase had a contractual duty to the Nickersons both as the servicer and later as 
24 the alleged owner of the loan. Chase, according to the terms of the contract presented, committed 
25 to 1) precisely applying payments to Escrow, Interest, Principal and other fees if applicable, 2) 
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correctly disbursing the funds for insurance and taxes, and 3) accurately notifying and 
2 communicating to the Nickersons the correct status of their account. 
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3 163. Chase deceptively, intentionally, maliciously and systematically breached their 
4 contractual obligations to the Nickersons. Below are some examples of how Chase grossly failed 
5 to handle the Nickersons account appropriately. This is not intended to be comprehensive and 
6 should not be regarded as such. 
7 a. Chase failed to accurately accoW1t for all payments made. For example, there is a 
8 payment of $4,549.04 reflected on an escrow statement that is not reflected on the 
9 detailed transaction history (Exhibits 18 and 26). 
10 b. Chase failed to keep accurate records of the principal balance. For example, the 
11 principal balance on the account went from $261,562.14 on June 16, 2009, to 
12 $391.52 on July 21, 2009, with no payment reflected which questions the 
13 accuracy of Chase's accounting (Exhibit 18). 
14 c. Chase made up and makes UJJ account records. For example, the escrow balance 
15 of$3,391.90 all of a sudden just appears on the detailed transaction history on 
16 July 21, 2009. This escrow balance does not match the balance on the escrow 
17 statement. See Exhibits 18 and 26. 
18 d. Chase mishandled escrow funds and accounting. For example, the escrow balance 
19 appearing on the detailed transaction history on July 21, 2009 (Exhibit 18) does 
20 not match the escrow balance appearing on the escrow statements for that time 
21 period nor do they ever line up from July 21, 2009, through January 21, 2010, at 
22 which time the detailed transaction history reflects a balance of $0 in escrow. 
23 Furthermore, evidence presented has shown there are discrepancies of $5,000 or 
24 more on the escrow statements themselves. Attached as Exhibits 26 and 27 are 
25 copies of the escrow statements. 
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e. Chase misappropriated and misappropriates escrow funds. For example, on 
November 21, 2009, Chase disburses a $2,870 payment from escrow for force 
placed homeowners insurance when proof of insurance was already provided. 
f. Chase unjustly enriches itself. For example, Chase did not reimburse the 
Nickersons for the funds refunded when the forced placed homeowners insurance 
was cancelled on February 24, 2010, with an effective date of September 16, 
2009, which was the start date of the policy (Exhibit 19). 
g. Chase misapplied payments, placed payments into suspense accounts, double 
billed the Nickersons, embezzled moneys from escrow accounts, etc. 
h. Nickersons are due a refund and satisfaction of mortgage. Chase's detailed 
transaction history ends on January 21, 2010, with a negative principal balance of 
$-1, 186.90 indicating the loan was paid off and the Nickersons were due a refund 
of $1,186.90 and a satisfaction of mongage. See Exhibit 18. 
164. Chase has breached the contract by engaging in fraud. Perhaps the greatest breach 
15 of contract is fraud. All contracts are rooted in truth and are only as good as the "character" of 
16 the parties involved. If one pany is intentionally deceiving the other party, falsifying records, 
17 documents and recorded instruments, and producing conflicting and false information, they are 
18 intentionally breaching their contractual obligations to the other party by failing to fulfill their 
19 promises and by interfering with the ability of the other party to fulfill its duties. For more 
20 regarding the fraud Chase has engaged in, see the fraud cause of action below. 
21 
22 
, ... _ _) 
24 
25 
165. Chase breached the contract by refusing to cancel PMI. Section 1 O(b) of he 
contract presented states the Nickersons had the right "to request and obtain cancellation of the 
Mortgage Insurance." However, upon request, supported by proof of the cancellation 
requirements being met, Chase refused to cancel PMI which is also in violation of 12 U .S.C. § 
4902. Termination of Mortgage Insurance. For the record, this PMI insurance is still in place. 
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166. Chase breached Section 16 of the contract presented which states, "This Security 
2 Instrument shall be governed by federal law and the law of the jurisdiction in which the Property 
3 is located. All rights and obligations contained in the Security Instrument are subject to any 
4 requirements and limitations of Applicable Law." Chase has breached the contract by violating, 
5 at a minimum, the following applicable laws: 
6 a. 12 C.F.R. § 1026.41 requires servicers to provide periodic statements. Chase 
7 failed and refused to provide the Nickersons periodic statements which is in direct 
8 violation of this regulation. 
9 b. 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 requires servicers to provide borrowers "with accurate and 
1 o timely information and documents in response to the borrower's requests for 
11 information with respect to the borrower's mortgage loan." The Nickersons 
12 requested, begged and pleaded with Chase to provide any and all information and 
13 accurate records regarding their loan. Chase did not provide the requested 
14 information which violates this law. 
15 c. 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 requires servicers to "Provide owners or assignees of 
I 6 mortgage loans with accurate and current infonnation and documents about all 
17 mortgage loans they ovvn." Upon alleged transfer from Chase, PHH claimed they 
1 & did not have any of the account records from Chase. Chase violated this law by 
19 not providing the required accurate and current information and documents to 
20 PHH. 
21 d. 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2)(B) "after conducting an investigation, provide the 
22 borrower with a written explanation or clarification." Upon numerous occasions 
23 the Nickersons and Chase representatives requested an investigation to be done o 
24 the Nickersons account. The Nickersons were told and believed the account was 
25 subsequently corrected, but Chase never sent anything in writing to the 
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Nickersons in response to these research requests which is in violation of this 
statute. 
e. LC. § 9-1502. Debtor May Demand Receipt. "Whoever pays money, or delivers 
an instrument or property, is entitled to a receipt therefor from the person to 
whom the payment or delivery is made, and may demand a proper signature to 
such receipt as a condition of the payment or delivery." Chase failed to provide 
and did not send the Nickersons the requested receipts. 
f LC. § 18-3601. Forgery. and I.C. § 18-3203. Offering false or forged 
instruments for record. Chase violated these statutes by forging and recording 
the assignment from Chase to PHH instrument number 214459. This assignment 
is false and forged because Chase did not transfer or assign anything to PHH. 
Chase allegedly purchased the loan on December 3, 2009, and still claims to be in 
possession of the Note and to be the investor as ofJanuary 10, 2014. (See 
Exhibits I, 8 and 9) 
167. Chase breached the contract by being generally, ordinarily, wantonly, 
16 concurrently, comparatively, culpably, grossly and subsequently negligent. Chase's negligence is 
17 evidenced by 1) their inaccurate account records, 2) refusing to research and correct errors and 
J 8 discrepancies, 3) sending inaccurate notices, 4) misapplying and mishandling escrow funds, and 
19 5) essentially mishandling and bungling every aspect of the Nickersons account. 
20 168. Chase breached the contract and any other implied contract presented by failing to 
21 exercise the common law duty of reasonable care. Reasonable care is defined as "the degree of 
22 caution and concern for the safety of himself/herself and others an ordinarily prudent and rational 
23 person would use in the circumstances." legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/reasonable+care. 
24 I 69. No rational person would consider abusive customer service representatives, 
25 inaccurate account records, misapplied and mishandled escrow funds, double monthly payment 
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charges, hiding moneys in suspense accounts, non-existent statements, and an overall lack of 
2 commercially reasonable standards, caution and concern for the safety of the Nickersons, as 
3 reasonable care. 
4 170. In addition, independent reviews of the Nickersons account with Chase have been 
5 conducted and further errors, misrepresentations, and other defidencies relating to deficient 
{; mortgage servicing and foreclosure processes have been confirmed. 
7 171. As a result of Chase ·s breach of contract, the Nickersons have suffered and 
& continue to suffer reasonable and foreseeable consequential damages, inducting libel of credit, 
9 loss of income, higher interest rates, damaged credit, loss of equity in property, costs and 
1 o expenses incurred to attempt to prevent and fight pending fraudulent and wrongful foreclosure. 
11 and other damages for breach of contract including but not limited to loss of monetary 
12 investment in property and property improvements and all other damages as described in this 
13 complaint in its entirety. 
14 172. If Chase had correctly handled the account there would never have been an 
15 opporturuty for this foreclosure. 
16 173. Nickersons have been significantly and substantially damaged by Chase's breach 
17 of contract in an amount to be proven at trial. 
18 Count 2 - Breach of Contract by PHH 
l9 Against Counter-Defendant Pllll 
20 I 74. Nickersons a11ege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
21 its entirety in this cause of action. 
22 175. PHH breached any alleged contract and any alleged contractual duties by; 1) 
23 failing to accurately account for payments made even when proof of those payments was 
24 provided, 2) failing to respond to the Nickersons requests for account records and proof of 
25 
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default, 3) prohibiting the Nickersons from making payments, and 4) failing to respond to a 
2 QWR-RESPA 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e). 
3 176. PHH claimed default beginning ·with the payment due January 1, 2009, and 
p.33 
4 claimed 14 months of missed payments. The Nickersons disputed the default, provided proof of 
5 payments, invalidated the default amount claimed and requested documentation from PHH that 
6 proved any existence of a default. 
7 177. The Nickersons asserted and assert there is no default caused by their actions or 
8 inactions. 
9 178. PHH claimed they did not have the account records. In fact, in their responses to 
10 admissions on July 3, 2012, PHH states, "PHH is unaware of any payments made or not made by 
11 the Nickersons to Chase." 
12 179. By making the above statement PHH is essentially saying "we don't know the 
13 real status of your account or if you owe or do not owe anything to anyone." Therefore, PHH 
14 should have never begun a foreclosure, and this entire hostile takeover of the Nickersons, their 
15 property and established way of life is a not only a breach of contract, but a blatant disregard for 
16 the laws, public policy and constitutions of the United States and the State ofldaho. 
17 180. PHH now claims the Nickersons actually only missed 9 payments. This is a 
18 difference of over $11,000. Surely this would cause any reasonable person to recognize 1) there 
19 are obviously serious and inexcusable accounting problems associated with the Nickersons 
20 account, 2) that Chase's and PHH's records are inaccurate, untrustworthy, and cannot be relied 
21 upon, 3) that the Nickersons were never given the opportunity to cure, reinstate or effect a 
22 resolution with their account, and 4) that the possibility of Chase and PHH providing an accurate 
23 default amount is surely non-existent. PHH has had four tries not including the pre-trial 
24 discrepancies to get their account history right. Chase has had years and countless tries to ge1 it 
25 
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right. The Nickersons simply made their payments, increased the equity in their ranch, and tried 
2 to ride out the damaging effects caused by the incompetence of PHH and Chase. 
,., 
:, 181. The Nickersons assert 1) PHH and Chase cannot produce an accurate account 
4 history that demonstrates any existence of a default, 2) PHH and Chase have fabricated, created 
5 and edited falsified account histories multiple times to try and show default by utilizing 
5 information provided in good faith by the Nickersons, 3) PHH and Chase have prevented justice 
7 being served and abused the judicial system by changing and being allowed to change these 




182. There is no default caused by the actions or inactions of the Nickersons. 
183. Further! PHH and Chase have used and abused the Nickersons and the authority 
12 of this Court by continuing these proceedings after the alleged default was proven invalid. The 
13 Nickersons assert the case should have been dismissed the moment the Nickersons presented the 
14 first evidence refuting their default and proving its inaccuracies, and feel justice has not been 




184. The Nickersons have not been served a true and accurate Notice of Default. 
185. PHH has never served the Nickersons proper notice. 
186. PHH breached the alleged contract by not providing notice of breach. The Note 
19 and Mortgage presented by PHH requires the lender (creditor) not the "loan servicer" to provide 
20 a notice of any breach to the Nickersons, and allow a reasonable period of time for them to have 
21 the opportunity to remedy any such breach prior to the initiation of any legal proceedings. PHH 
22 has failed to provide such notice. In section 20 of the mortgage presented by the Plaintiff 
23 (Complaint Exhibit A) the second paragraph states. "Neither borrower nor Lender may 
24 commence, join, or be joined to any judicial action (as either an individual litigant or the member 
25 of a class) that arises from the other party's actions pursuant to this Security Instrument or that 
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1 alleges that the other party has breached any provision of, or any duty owed by reason of, this 
2 Security Instrument, until such Borrower or Lender has notified the other party (v,rith such notice 
3 given in compliance with the requirements of Section 15) of such alleged breach and afforded 
4 the other party hereto a reasonable period after the giving of such notice to take corrective 
5 action." After PHH allegedly became the lender on June 9, 2010, no notice of breach was sent to 
6 the Nickersons as required by the alleged contract. PHH is unquestionably in breach of contract. 
7 187. PHH also breached section 22 of the contract presented by not providing a notice 
8 of default. Section 22 states, '"Lender 3hall give notice to Borrower prior to acceleration.'' Again, 
9 PHH as the alleged Lender must provide notice. PHH, by their own admission, did not become 
1 o the alleged lender until June 9, 2010. PHH, as the alleged Lender, did not provide notice to the 
11 Nickersons prior to acceleration and are in breach of contract. 
12 188. As a matter of record, PHH has proven their records are inaccurate, invalid and 
13 unreliable as alleged by the Nickersons. 
14 189. PHH has breached the contract by engaging in fraud. Perhaps the greatest breach 
15 of contract is fraud. All contracts are rooted in truth and are only as good as the "character" of 
16 the parties involved. If one party is intentionally deceiving the other party, falsifying records, 
17 documents and recorded instruments, and producing conflicting and false information, they are 
18 intentionally breaching their contractual obligations to the other party by failing to fulfill their 
19 promises and by interfering with the ability of the other party to fulfill its duties. For more 
20 regarding the fraud PHH has engaged in, see the fraud cause of action below. 
21 190. PHH breached Section 16 of the Mortgage presented which states, "This Security 
22 Instrument shall be governed by federal law and the law of the jurisdiction in which the Property 
23 is located. All rights and obligations contained in the Security Instrument are subject to any 
24 requirements and limitations of Applicable Law." PHH has breached the contract, at a minimum, 
25 by violating the following applicable Laws: 
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a. 12 C.F.R. § 1026.41 requires servicers to provide periodic statements. PHH failed 
to provide the Nickersons periodic statements which is in direct violation of this 
regulation . 
b. 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 requires servicers to provide borrowers "with accurate and 
timely information and documents in response to the borrower's requests for 
information with respect to the borrower's mortgage loan." The Nickersons 
disputed the alleged default and provided proof of payments and other 
transactions to PHH. PHH refused to research and refused to provide any 
information regarding the disputed default. PHH claimed they did not have any 
account records regarding the disputed default. PHH did not provide the 
Nickersons with accurate and timely information regarding their account, and, in 
fact, PHH belligerently refused to do so. 
c. 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e) requires servicers to respond to qualified written requests 
(QWR). PHH refused to respond to the Nickersons Q\VRs even when, based on 
prior phone conversations with the Nickersons, PHH knew they were coming as 
follow-ups to their phone calls. These QWRs disputed PHH's alleged defaults and 
requested records to show what the Nickersons owed. PHH violated this law 
because l) PHH failed to provide a written response acknowledging receipt of the 
QWRs v.'ithin 20 days of the receipt of the requests, and 2) PHH failed to make 
the appropriate corrections to the Nickersons accounts in response to the QWRs, 
and or investigate or explain in writing why it would not or could not do so. 
d. 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2)(B) "after conducting an investigation, provide the 
borrower \\rith a wTitten explanation or clarification." Upon numerous occasions 
the Nickersons requested PHH to validate and verify the disputed alleged default. 
PHH refused these verification requests which is in violation of this statute. 
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e. I.C. § 18-3601 Forgery and LC.§ 18-3203 Offering false or forged instruments 
for record. PHH violated these statutes by forging and recording an Appointment 
of Trustee (instrument number 214460) and a Notice of Default (instrument 
number 214462). These documents are false and forged and PHH did not have the 
authority to file them nor were they appropdate or valid because the Nickersons 
have a mortgage not a deed of trust and PHH did not have accurate information. 
f. New Jersey statute§ 52:7-19. PHH's notary did not sign the Second Affidavit of 
Ronald E. Casperite (Exhibit 28). 
g. 12 C.F.R. § 1024.35. "(e) Response to notice of error. (1) Investigation and 
response requirements. (i) In general. Except as provided in paragraphs (f) and (g) 
of this section, a servicer must respond to a notice of error by either: (A) 
Correcting the error or errors identified by the borrower and providing the 
borrower with a written notification of1he correction, the effective date of the 
correction, and contact information, including a telephone number, for further 
assistance; or (B) Conducting a reasonable investigation and providing the 
borrower with a vmtten notification that includes a statement that the servicer has 
determined th.at no error occurred, a statement of the reason or reasons for this 
determination, a statement of the borrower's right to request documents relied 
upon by the servicer in reaching its determination, information regarding how the 
borrower can request such documents, and contact information, incJuding a 
telephone number, for further assistance." PHH refused to respond to the 
Nickersons notice of error. PHH refused to take any corrective action. PHH 
refused to even conduct an investigation. PHH claimed they did not have any of 
Chase's account records. If you do not have the account records, you can not 
claim a default, because you have no proof, evidence, foundation or basis. 
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h. 15 U.S.C. § 164I(g) Notice of New Creditor. PHH did not send the J\-ickersons a 
Notice ofl\ew Creditor when they allegedly became the new creditor on June 9, 
2010. 
i. 15 U.S.C. § 1692g(a) requires that within 5 days of the initial communication 
with the Nickersons PHH must provide a notice of the debt which includes the 
amount of debt, the name of the creditor and the provisions for disputing the debt. 
PHH did not provide the Nickersons with a notice of debt pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 
1692g(a). 
19 l. According to section 16 of the Mortgage presented, PHH is required to abide by 
10 the laws of the state ofldaho, one of which is LC. § 73-116. Common law in force. "The 
11 common law of England, so far as it is not repugnant to, or inconsistent with, the constitution or 
12 laws of the United States, in all cases not provided for in these compiled laws, is the rule of 
13 decision in all courts of this state." PHH breached the contract by violating the following 
14 common law principles and doctrines: 
15 a. Prevention of performance. PHH prevented the Nickersons performance by 1) 
16 refusing to acknowledge the Nickersons dispute of default, 2) refusing to research 
17 and verify the disputed default, 3) refusing to obtain and research the account 
18 records, 4) refusing to accept the Nickersons proof of payments and other 
19 transactions, 5) refusing to accept the ~ickersons periodic payments, 6) refusing 
20 and blocking all efforts of the ';\ickersons to resolve the disputed default, and 7) 
21 refusing to provide an accurate and verified alleged default amount. 
22 b. Avoidable consequences (failure to mitigate damages). PHH has failed to take 
23 reasonable steps or exercise any reasonable care to reduce, minimize, or mitigate 
24 any damages, injuries or losses they allegedly suffered: 
25 
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1. PHH should have accepted payments instead of refusing them. This would 
not only have reduced any alleged damage, but eliminated it altogether. 
11. PHH should have responded to the Nickersons' attempts to prevent and 
resolve the disputed default. 
iii. PHH should have communicated with the Nickersons to discover the 
fabrication of the disputed default and to provide opportunity to negotiate 
a reasonable cure for the disputed default. 
iv. PHH should have worked with the Nickersons to reinstate the loan. 
v. PHH should have initiated resolution attempts prior to causing, initiating 
and pursuing foreclosure. 
Kegligence. PHH was generally, ordinarily: wantonly, concWTently, 
comparatively, culpably, willfully, grossly and subsequently, negligent in their 
duties, obligations, and responsibilities under the alleged contract, because, 
among other negligent actions, 1) PHH failed to verify they had legal standing to 
bring this complaint, i.e. that they actually own and hold the Note and Mortgage, 
2) PHH refused to verify the disputed default and claimed they did not have any 
account records (if you do not have the account records, you can not claim a 
default), 3) PHH refused to credit payments and other transactions the Nickersons 
proved had been made and had occurre~ 4) PHH refused to accept the periodic 
payments the Nickersons were attempting to pay and, 5) PHH denied all attempts 
by the Nickersons to resolve the disputed default. PHH neglected to fulfill its 
duties to the Nickersons and the contract. The actions and conduct of PHH 
constitutes general, ordinary, wanton, concurrent, comparative, culpable, willful, 
gross, subsequent negligence, negligence in law, negligence per se, estoppel by 
negligence, and other such acts of negligence. 
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d. General duty of care. PHH has violated this obligation by their use of fraud, 
deceit, and misrepresentation throughout this proceeding thereby injuring the 
Nickersons both financially and emotionally and hampering the Nickersons 
efforts to defend this unlawful action. PHH has not protected the Nickersons 
rights, but rather has injured the Nickersons and infringed on their rights by 
pursuing this fraudulent and wrongful foreclosure without 1) acquiring ownership 
and holder status of the Note and Mortgage; 2) verifying a disputed default; 3) 
making prudent and reasonable efforts to abstain from any unfounded or 
unnecessary actions that would unduly injure or damage the Nickersons; or 4) 
offering any dialogue opportunities, proposed conflict resolution or other 
settlement propositions prior to and in lieu of pursuing a foreclosure action. 
192. As a result of PHH's breach of contract, by their direct and indirect actions and 
13 misconduct, the Nickersons have suffered and continue to suffer and will continue to suffer 
14 reasonable, severe, and foreseeable actual, direct, predictable, consequential and all 
15 encompassing inconsequential damages. 
16 193. These damages, in addition to and in conjunction with all other damages 
17 contained in this complaint in its entirety, cannot be deemed fully comprehensive because the 
18 damages are ongoing and constantly expanding in scope and depth as concealed and suppressed 
19 discovery and the resulting consequences of it are found and uncovered. 
20 194. At a minimum, the Nickersons have suffered 1) loss of enjoyment and benefits of 
21 their property; 2) loss of their way oflife; 3) loss of their down payment, ail principal, interest 
22 and equity paid to date on the Note and invested in this property; 4) loss of ability to resolve 
23 disputed default due to prevention of performance, the direct and indirect actions of PHH and 
24 Chase, and the fraudulent misrepresentation of the true identity of the lender; 5) loss of credit; 6) 
2S loss of borrowing resources; 7) loss of income; 8) loss of business and investment opportunities, 
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improvements and expansion; 9) extreme financial hardships; 10) financial discrimination; 1 l) 
2 higher interest rates; 12) frozen appreciable and depreciable assets; 13) extensive costs, 
3 expenses, resources and otherwise productive time spent and incurred in fighting and preventing 
4 this fraudulent and wrongful foreclosure; 14) damage to and resulting losses from the malicious 
5 attacks on and the intentional tarnishing of their personal, professional and financial reputations; 
6 and 15) all other damages for breach of contract to be proven at trial. 
7 195. Nickersons have been significantly and substantially damaged by PHH's breach 
8 of contract in an amount to be proven at trial. 
9 SECO:'.\"D CAUSE OF ACTION 
10 BREACH OF COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING 
11 196. In Idaho, the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing is implied by law in 
12 every contract and requires that the parties perform, in good faith, the obligations imposed by 
13 their agreement. Idaho Power Co. v Cogeneration, Inc. 134 Idaho 738, 750, 9 P.3d 1204, 1216 
14 (2000). This duty obligates the parties to cooperate \\-ith each other so that each may obtain the 
15 full benefit of performance. First Nat'! Bankv. Bliss Valley Foods, 121 Idaho 266,288,824 P2.d 
16 841, 863 (1992) ( "Bliss Valley"), quoting Badgett v. Sec. Slate Bank, 116 Wash. 2d 563, 569, 
17 807 P.2d 356,360 (1991). The violation of such covenant occurs "when either party violates, 
18 nullifies or significantly impairs any benefit of the contract." Idaho Power, 134 Idaho at 738, 9 
19 P.3d at 1216. Furthermore, in a leading landmark case in 1933 the court stated "[I]n every 
20 contract there is an implied covenant that neither party shall do anything which will have the 
21 effect of destroying or injuring the right of the other party to receive the fruits of the contract, 
22 which means that in every contract there exists an implied covenant of good faith and fair 
23 dealing." Kirk La She/le Co. v. Paul Armstrong Co. 263 NY 79 (1933). 
24 197. I.C. § 28-9-102. Definitions and Index of Definitions. "(43) 'Good faith' means 
25 honesty in fact and the observance of reasonable commercial standards of fair dealing." 
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198. J.C. § 28-1-304. Obligation of good faith. "Every contract or duty within the 
2 uniform commercial code imposes an obligation of good faith in its performance and 
3 enforcement." 
4 199. LC.§ 28-1-302. Variation by agreement. "(b) The obligations of good faith, 
5 diligence, reasonableness, and care prescribed by the uniform commercial code may not be 
6 disclaimed by agreement. ... " 
7 Count 1 - Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing- Chase 
8 Against Third Party Defendant Chase 
9 200. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
10 its entirety in this cause of action. 
11 201. According to evidence presented, Chase claims they serviced the Nickersons loan 
12 from November 1, 2007 to February 5, 2010 (Exhibits 15 and 4). 
13 202. According to the evidence presented, Chase claims they owned the Nickersons 











203. Chase breached the covenant of good faith and fair dealing in the following ways: 
a. Chase refused to provide statements and research discrepancies. 12 C.F.R. § 
1026.41 Periodic statements for residential mortgage loans requires servicers 
to provide statements. Numerous conversations took place with Chase employees 
asking them to and demanding they provide statements to the Nickersons so they 
could confirm the payments they were making were being credited correctly. The 
Nickersons would call in a payment or pay in person at a local branch and receive 
a confirmation number. Then they would call back to make sure the payment was 
accepted and get a Chase employee who would state they did not see the payment 
made so the Nickersons would provide the confirmation number for the payment 
that was just made. At times, the Chase employee would state "that is not a Chase 
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confinnation number" and act rudely when questioned. The Nickersons would 
then end the conversation call back, or stop by a branch. Sometimes this process 
would go on three or more times before they finally spoke with a Chase employee 
who could confirm the payment had been made. This was extremely time 
consuming, vexing, frustrating and annoying for the Nickersons and only bad to 
be done because Chase would not send statements or provide receipts to the 
Nickersons. This is further traumatizing and becomes even more inconceivable 
and outrageous when Chase and PHH have 1) maliciously and falsely claimed 
default 2) tried to transfer the federally regulated burden of record keeping that 
belongs to the lender to rest upon the Nickersons, 3) concealed, hid, destroyed an 
prevented the Nickersons access to any records on their account, 4) fraudulently 
crafted records to reflect the records they thought the Nickersons could produce o 
had access to, 5) petition the court to alter, edit and change these "true and 
correct" records multiple times to reflect the irrefutable "oops" proofs they did no 
yet know the Nickersons ha~ and 6) so far seemingly and effectually get away 
with it. 
Chase created problems with the Nickersons account. At times when the 
Nickersons would call in, the Chase employees would tell the Nickersons it was 
odd that their account was being billed twice monthly, they could not confirm the 
payments were being credited correctly, and there was "strange account activity 
on their screen". After being confronted by the Nickersons about blatant 
accounting errors and other incorrect and contradictory notices, Chase employees 
told the Kickersons they were sending requests to "research" to review and 
correct the problems on the account. Chase employees then confirmed the errors 
had been corrected. Chase did not send the ~ickersons anything in response to 
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these research requests. This is in violation of 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2)(B) "after 
conducting an investigation, provide the borrower with a written explanation or 
clarification." 
c. The Nickersons require-d all phone conversations with Chase to be taped. During 
these numerous, frustrating and time consuming conversations the Nickersons 
always asked and insisted as a prerequisite to speaking with the Chase employees 
that they tape the conversations so there would be an irrefutable record of the calls 
and their content. The Nickersons refused to speak with the representatives, until 
the representatives confirmed the conversations were being taped. The Nickersons 
believed every conversation would be and was notated according to Federal 
Banking guidelines. According to the representations made by the Chase 
employees, every conversation with the Nickersons was taped. At times when the 
Nickersons would make a request to record the conversation, the Chase employee 
would say hold, on and then indicate the recording had been started. The 
Nickersons requested these recordings or transcripts of these recorclings be 
provided but Chase refused even after the Nickersons provided dates of when 
some of these conversations took place and the name of the Chase employees wh 
took the calls. 
d. In addition to insisting calls be taped, the 1\ickersons requested notations be made 
to the account with each call for documentation of the call and what had been 
discussed. The Nickersons then requested Chase read those notations back to 
make sure they were accurate and complete. Other Chase employees read 
previous employees notations on the account on numerous occasions. 
e. The Nickersons did not speak to Chase without witnesses. 
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f. At times, Chase employees reviewed the account specifically noting the errors 
they found, and offered to fix them. They assured the Nickersons their computer 
program was randomly creating these problems because the Nickersons account 
,vas in the "wrong program" or "\.\Tong system;' but they could and would get it 
fixed. 
g. At times, Chase employees harassingly called multiple times a day and acted 
rude, offensive and threatening - after Chase bungled the account records, the 
Nickersons were forced to spend hours on the phone attempting to convince the 
Chase employees of the errors on the account. The Nickersons were informed 
Chase was running their credit on every call purposefully destroying the 
Nickersons credit. Chase employees viciously yelled at, cursed and threatened the 
Nickersons. During numerous conversations while on speakerphone with others 
present, the Chase employee would maliciously tell the Nickersons to just sign 
over the deed or Chase would throw them, their children and their belongings out 
on the street, change the locks on the doors, place a lock on their gate, seize all of 
their assets, charge them with trespassing, and prevent them from getting work. 
Chase employees stated they had no choice but to do what Chase was demanding. 
h. After being tossed around by the Chase employees factual and emotional roller 
coasters that had become an almost daily occurrence, the Kickersons finally 
re-ached a sane employee named Kim who listened, sifted through the records, and 
straightened out the employee and computer generated errors and issues. 
1. In January of 2010, the Nickersons were informed by Chase the errors had been 
corrected and their account was in good standing. 
j. Chase did net act in good faith toward the Nickersons upon transferring the 
account to PHH. Chase should have notified PHH of the true status of the account 
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and provided PHH with an accurate servicing file. However, PHH claimed they 
received no records from Chase and Chase claimed they provided all of the 
records to PHH. Neither Chase nor PHH would provide any account information 
to the Nickerson when the transfer of servicing had taken place. Both Chase and 
PHH should have, at a minimum, maintained a servicing file in compliance ·with 
12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 "(c) Standard requirements ... (2) Servicing file. A servicer 
shall maintain the following documents and data on each mortgage loan account 
serviced by the servicer in a manner that facilitates compiling such documents and 
data into a servicing file within five days: 
1. A schedule of all transactions credited or debited to the mortgage loan 
account, including any escrow account as defined in § 1024. l 7(b) and any 
suspense account; 
u. A copy of the security instrument that establishes the lien securing the 
mortgage loan; 
m. Any notes created by servicer personnel reflecting communications with 
the borrower about the mortgage loan account; 
1v. To the extent applicable, a report of the data fields relating to the 
borrower1s mortgage loan account created by the servicer's electronic 
systems in connection with servicing practices; and 
v. Copies of any information or documents provided by the borrower to the 
servicer in accordance with the procedures set forth in §1024.35 or 
§1024.41." 
In order to block the Nickersons discovery requests, Chase has represented to the 
Court and the Nickersons that they were only the servicer and did not own the 
Note. However, in a letter dated December 22, 2009, Chase stated they bought the 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 









Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
loan on December 3, 2009, (Exhibit 9) and in a letter dated January 10, 2014, 
Chase stated they are in possession of the original note and that they are the 
investor on the loan (Exhibit 1 ). Fraudulently stating that you are only the servicer 
in order to block discovery that would have ended this case long ago, when in fact 
you are the note holder and investor, is a breach of covenant of good faith and fair 
dealing. 
204. Chase did not act in good faith. Tue quantity of lies, deception and manipulation 
8 of facts is inconceivable. Chase 1) refused to provide periodic statements, 2) refused to provide 
9 explanation or proof of corrections of account errors, 3) acted obnoxious, offensive, harassing, 
JO rude and threatening, 4) did not provide accurate and timely information to PHH or the 
11 Nickersons upon transfer of the account, 5) presented false and misleading information and 
12 documentation to the Court and the Nickersons, and 6) did not reveal its claims of ownership in 
13 the Nickersons Note and Mortgage {Exhibits l and 9) to the Court. 
14 205. If Chase had acted in good faith and dealt honestly with a reasonable standard of 
15 care toward the Nickersons, this case could never and would never have been started. However, 
16 Chase c.hose and is choosing to provide a seemingly endless supply of contradictory, false and 
17 misleading statements along with their co-conspirators. 
18 Contradictory Statements 
19 206. Chase breached the covenant of good faith and fair dealing by making 
20 contradictory statements as is evidenced in the record and all discovery provided and uncovered. 
21 207. Chase, in paragraph 6 of their answer to the Nickersons Third Party Complaint 
22 allegation that Coldwell assigned the Note and Mortgage to Chase on or about December 20, 
23 2007, states, "JPMorgan admits that the Nickersons' Note and Mortgage were assigned by 
24 Coldwell, but lacks sufficient information to form a belief as to the parties and dates of 
25 assignment(s) and therefore denies the remaining allegations of Paragraph 7 of the Complaint." 
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a. Chase could have very easily determined the parties and timing of the assignment 
by researching the Clearwater County land records. Furthermore, how could 
Chase not know Coldwell assigned the Note and Mortgage to them? Chase should 
have kept some records if this transfer really occurred as ColdweH claims. 
However, as has been demonstrated this alleged assignment was fraudulent and 
could not have taken place because Fannie Mae allegedly owned the Note and 
Mortgage at the time of this assignment (Exhibit 10). Chase and Coldwell also 
indicated Fannie Mae was the alleged owner at the time of this assignment. 
b. Chase's denial is in violation if I.R.C.P. 11 (a)(l) "that to the best of the signer1s 
knowledge, information, and belief after reasonable inquiry it is well grounded in 
fact." Chase obviously did not perform a reasonable inquiry because the first 
inquiry one would make about an assignment would be to search the county land 
records. 
208. In response to Nickersons request for admission number 2 - "Admit Chase 
15 provided to PHH inaccurate information regarding the Nickersons' account." Chase denies. 
16 However, upon transfer of servicing from Chase, PHH sent a notice of intention to foreclose 
17 alleging the Nickersons had missed fourteen (14) payments with amounts due owing from 
18 January 1, 2009, and now PHH has claimed after reviewing the detailed transaction history 
19 provided by Chase in August of 2012, the Nickersons were nine (9) months in default. Therefore, 
20 based on the record before the Court either Chase provided inaccurate account information to 
21 PHH upon transfer of servicing or PHH fabricated the original alleged default amount out of thin 
22 air. Furthermore, Chase employee, Kim, represented to the Nickersons that the account was 
23 current and in good standing in January 2010. In addition, Wells Fargo and other third parties 
24 represented to the Nickersons that Chase informed them the account was current as of January 
25 2010. 
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209. In response to Nickersons request for admission number 4- "Admit Chase 
2 provided to PHH incorrect account history regarding the Nickersons' account." Chase denies and 
3 states "that it provided information to PHH in the ordinary course of business." The same 
4 discrepancies and contradictions noted in the preceding paragraph apply to this response as well. 
5 210. A careful review of the detailed transaction history of the Nickersons account 
6 raises serious implications for Chase regarding the handling of the ::-.J"ickersons or any of their 
7 other customer's accounts when taken in context with their responses to admissions 5 and 6 
& where Chase states, "that it kept and provided information to PHH in the ordinary course of 
9 business." As the record provided by Chase regarding the Nickersons account clearly reflects 
10 inaccuracies and inconsistendes, it is shocking and alarming for Chase to admit the Nickersons 
11 account is a reflection of how they keep records "'in the ordinary course of business." (See 
12 Exhibits 18 and 20) 
13 211. In nineteen ( 19) out of the thirty-two (3 2) requests for admission, Chase states, 
14 "JPMorgan lacks sufficient information to form a belief ... " The Nickersons contend the request 
15 for admissions did not request anything from Chase that should not have been kept as a part of 
16 the ordinary course of business. This response appears to be Chase's general denial to keep from 








212. Chase denies owning the note eight times in their answers to the Nickersons 
interrogatories and requests for production and claims to be only the servicer. See Below. 
However, Exhibits l and 9 show Chase claims to-have purchased the Nickersons loan in 
December of 2009 and claims to still have it. How can Chase be held accountable for their lies 
and deception? The Nickersons request the cowt to take notice and discipline, sanction and hold 
Chase in contempt of court for intentionally lying to and deceiving the Nickersons and the court. 
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a. " ... JPMorgan further objects to this interrogatory as it mischaracterizes the facts, 
contending that JPMorgan purchased the Nickersons' note, whereas, JPMorgan 
was servicer of the note and not a purchaser." PAGE 2, ANSWER NO. I 
b. " ... JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory because it miscbaracterizes the facts, 
contending that JPMorgan purchased the Nickersons' note, whereas, JPMorgan 
was servicer of the note and not a purchaser." PAGE 3, A)JSWER NO. 2 
c. " .. .JPMorgan, as a servicer of the loan, did not "sell" the )Jickersons' note." 
PAGE 3, ANSVlER NO. 3 
d. '" ... JPMorgan did not purchase, own or sell the Nickersons' note and merely acte 
as a servicer of the loan." PAGE 3, ANSWER NO. 4 
e. " ... JPMorgan further objects to this interrogatory as it mischarac.terizes the facts, 
contending that JPMorgan was the owner of the note, in a position to determine to 
foreclose or not to foreclose, when in fact, JPMorgan was a servicer of the note." 
PAGE 4, ANSWER NO. 7 
f. " ... Asa servicer for the Nickersons' loan, JPMorgan is not aware of the 
information exchanged in the transfer/sale of the note between buyer and seller." 
PAGE 5, ANSWER NO. 9 
g. " ... when in fact, JPMorgan was merely a servicer of the note." PAGES 5-6 
ANSWER 1\0. I 0 
h. .. ... JPMorgan did not purchase the Note, but was merely a servicer of the Note." 
PAGE 14. RESPONSE NO. 11 
213. Interrogatory number 5 asks Chase to state why Fannie Mae Collateral #4002 ... is 
23 attached to the Nickersons account. Chase states, "JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the 
24 grounds that the matter sought is not relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action 
25 nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence." Chase is claiming 
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that it is not reasonable for the Nickersons to know what Fannie Mae's involvement was or is 
2 with their account and that the true chain of title to the )Tickersons property is not admissible 
3 evidence in a foreclosure action. The audacity of this is inconceivable. No wonder Chase had to 
4 set aside $23 billion dollars last year to cover legal issues and settlement costs (Exhibit 20). 
5 214. Chase's response to interrogatory number 5 continues with "JPMorgan objects to 
6 this interrogatory on further grounds that the term "Fannie Mae Collateral #4002 ... " is vague an 
7 ambiguous and that the interrogatory is calculated to or would operate to vex, annoy, harass, 
8 oppress, embarrass, or unduly burden JPMorgan." Chase is a mortgage lender who does business 
9 with Fannie Mae on a regular basis and therefore, would know and understand Fannie Mae 
10 Collateral numbers and designations. Vague and ambiguous is a very poor excuse in light of the 
11 serious implications further investigation might reveal. However, the excuse of embarrassment 
12 might work for Chase because if they answered the question truthfully, it would contradict the 
13 eight times they claimed they did not own the Nickersons Note. Out of curiosity the Nickersons 
14 wonder if Chase is always embarrassed to tell the truth. 
[5 215. Interrogatory number 7 requests Chase to state the reasoning behind why they 
16 chose not to foreclose on the Nickersons Note prior to transferring it to PHH. Chase replies, 
l 7 ';JPMorgan objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that the matter sought is not relevant to 
18 the subject matter involved in the pending action nor reasonably calculated to lead to the 
19 discovery of admissible evidence." Chase goes on to object because they claim they did not ov.n 
20 the note. However, for Chase to object because the matter is not relevant is utterly ridiculous. 
21 This is a foreclosure action. Any information directly regarding the actions and intentions of the 
22 parties foreclosing, especially anything regarding their actual foreclosure activities is 
23 unquestionably relevant, necessary in preparing the Nickersons defense and could and would 
24 lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. 
25 
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216. The Nickersons have requested information, documentation and records that are 
2 consistent \\1th lending and servicing record keeping laws and requirements. PHH and Chase 
3 have derned having them and refused to produce them. The Nickersons have also requested 
4 access to communication records that are federally mandated to be kept. Not only have PHH and 
5 Chase refused to produce those, but they have denied the Nickersons opportunity to depose 
6 employees who have personal knowledge of the errors, corrections and other issues with the 
7 Nickersons account, their account notations, taped conversations, and other such communication 
8 records, even though these requests remain consistent \\1th federal record keeping laws. 
9 21 7. In reference to the Nickersons payment history, Chase, in their memorandum in 
10 support of summary judgment, states, "The Nickersons claim that they timely made every 
11 payment in 2008 and 2009 even though Chase and PHH's records indicate they failed to make 10 
12 payments during this period." 
13 a. The Nickersons claimed and still claim they made every payment they were 
14 allowed and obligated to make in 2008 and 2009 and that Chase's records were 
15 inaccurate and did not reflect all of the payments the Nickersons made. In 
16 addition, the Nickersons claim in January of2010 that Kim, a Chase employee, 
17 confirmed all of Chase's errors on the Nickersons account had been corrected and 
18 the Nickersons were current and in good standing. Wells Fargo and other third 
19 parties confirmed the Kickersons were current in January 2010 as well. 
20 b. In this statement Chase is claiming Chase and PHH's records indicate the 
21 Nickerson missed 10 payments, however, at this time PHH contradicted them and 
22 claimed the Nickersons missed 13 payments. 
23 c. In another direct contradiction, Chase, in paragraph 8 oftheir memorandum, 
24 claims the Nickersons missed at least 11 payments as of December 2009. 
25 
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d. PHH and Chase conspired to fraudulently accuse the Nickersons of default. "Oh, 
what a tangled web we weave when we practice to deceive." 
218. In paragraph 3 of Chase's memorandum in support of summary judgment, Chase 
4 states, "'The Note was immediately sold to Freddie Mac ... " This is the first time in the record of 
5 this case that Freddie Mac is mentioned. More on fraud. PHH claims Coldwell immediately sold 
6 the Note to Fannie Mae. 
7 219. In paragraph 4 of Chase's memorandum in support of summary judgment, Chase 
8 states, "The Nickersons began making payments on the Note to PHH on or around December 
9 2002 and continued paying the Note relatively regularly to PHH for several years." By stating 
10 "relatively regularly" Chase is implying the Nickersons may not have made their payments on 
l l time. First, the Nickersons have never been allowed to make payments to PHH. Second, the 
12 Nickersons had no knowledge of PHH having any involvement with their loan until February 
13 20 l 0. The Nickersons made every payment to Coldwell on time from 2002 through 2007. In fact, 
14 of the 59 payments recorded on the account history for that time period all but tlrree were 
15 received and actually credited by Coldwell earlier than and prior to the due date. All were on 
16 time and by the due date. The Nickersons contend their payment history with Coldwell is 
17 exemplary. Further, Chase undenvriters confirmed after PHH had allegedly taken over the 
18 servicing that the Nickersons mortgage history since 1993 had no late payments. For the record, 
19 the strong and perfect credit history would have extended to the early 80's if their search had 
20 gone beyond 1993. Therefore, Chase's statement of"relatively regular," is rude, offensive, 
21 shows malicious intent to create false illusions of irregular payments, and hides and contradicts 
22 1he truth about the Nickerson's impeccable payment history. 
23 220. As mentioned above, in paragraph 8 of Chase's memorandum in support of 
24 summary judgment, Chase states, "as of the Nickersons' payment in December 2009, the 
25 Nicker~ons were at least 11 months behind ... " This is in contradiction of Chase's introductory 
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1 paragraph that claims according to Chase and PHH's records the Nickersons failed to make 10 
2 payments from January 2008 through December 2009. 
3 221. In paragraph 9 of the memorandum in support of summary judgment, Chase 
4 states, "fa February 2010, PHH repurchased the Note from Freddie Mac and began servicing the 
5 Note." 
6 a. There is no mention of Freddie Mac in the record. 
7 b. PHH claims Fannie Mae transferred the Note to them. 
8 c. Fannie Mae claims to have terminated their interest on December 3, 2009 (Exhibi 
9 10). 
LO d. Chase claims to have purchased the Note on December 3, 2009 (Exhibit 9). 
Ll e. Chase claims they are still in possession of the ~ote and they are the investor as 
12 of January 10, 2014 (Exhibit 1). 
13 222. In argwnent point A, Chase once again claims at least 11 missed payments which 
14 is in contradiction with their earlier claim of 10 missed payments. 
15 223. In argument point B, Chase presents a clear misrepresentation of facts. Chase 
16 states, "\Vhen questioned regarrnng an Acceleration Warning letter, Mrs. Nickerson testified she 
17 remembers receiving an Acceleration Warning letter:" The :\fickersons do no deny receiving lots 
18 of conflicting and contradictory letters from Chase. However, to acknowledge receiving a letter 
19 when you were subsequently and clearly told to ignore and disregard any such communications, 
20 creates a totally different obligation and responsibility, and certainly a different connotation than 
21 ,,vhat Chase misleadingly tried to present to the Court. As a matter oflaw, context is relevant to 
22 any testimony, and integrity in presenting evidence is necessary for justice to be served. 
23 224. Chase representatives consistently represented to the Nickersons that everything 
24 was okay and to disregard any letters or correspondence. The Nickersons relied on these 
25 representations by Chase as any reasonable borrower would do under the circumstances. 
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225. Chase said their computers were putting data on the screen saying the Nickersons 
2 were late on their payments and was automatically sending the letters. The Chase representatives 
3 said their system was messed up and wrong. 
4 226. The Nickersons also received a letter on January 8, 2009, from a third party that 
5 contradicts the acceleration waming letters and confirms the errors the Chase representatives 
6 reported to the Nickersons. This letter states, " ... contacting you on behalf of Chase ... Your 
7 servicer has told us that, as of the date of this letter, you owe 0.0000." 
8 227. Another issue regarding the acceleration warning letters provided by Chase is that 
9 they were not provided in accordance with the express provisions of the Note. The terms of the 
lo Note are ver.y specific about who is supposed to send the notice of default. Paragraph 6 of the 
11 Note states, "(C) Notice of Default If I am in default, the Note Holder may send me a written 
12 notice telling me that ifl do not pay the overdue amount by a certain date, the Note Holder. .. " 
13 Paragraph I of the Note defines "Note Holder'' as "The Lender or anyone who takes this Note by 
14 transfer and who is entitled to receive payments under this Note is called the 'Note Holder.'" 
15 Chase was not the Note Holder at the time they sent these default letters. Apparently, Fannie 
16 Mae was. See Exhibit 10. Therefore, any acceleration warning letters provided by Chase were 
17 not provided in accordance with the express terms of the contract, and thus, are meaningless. 
18 228. The acceleration waming letters are contradictory. The January 4, 2009, letter 
19 claims a total amount due of £7,294.97 and a month later the February 7, 2009, letter claims a 
20 total amount due of $7,280.52, which is notably less than the month before. 
21 229. The acceleration warning letter dated February 7, 2009, contradicts itself. Based 
22 on the figures presented in 1he letter the claimed total amount due, $7,280.52, is inaccurate. The 
23 letter claims the following charges: Current Payment $2,328.99, Late Charges $352.00, Fees 
24 Balance $58.00. Adding these together and assuming the letter is claiming 3 months of payments 
25 the total is S7,396.97. As a result of these inaccuracies and inconsistencies the Nickersons 
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contend any reasonable person could and would come to the same conclusion the Nickersons 
2 have stated all along - Chase's account records are inaccurate, mutating and unreliable. In 
3 addition, when the Nickersons questioned Chase regarding these letters Chase consistently said 
4 to ignore them, that everything was ok with the account, and their computer system was messed 
5 up and \\.Tong. 
6 230. On page 6 of Chase's reply memorandum in support of summary judgment, 
7 Chase once again claims the Nickersons missed 11 monthly payments which is in contradiction 
8 to their opening claims of 10 missed payments in their memorandum in support of summary 
9 judgment. In addition, PHH is now claiming after re"·iewing the detailed transaction history 
10 provided by Chase employee Brandie S. Watkins, that there were only 9 missing payments. 
11 231. The Nickersons have not uncovered all of the falsehoods, contradictions and 
12 discrepancies by Chase. The above list focused mainly only on what Chase had filed in the 
13 record and did not focus on listing the contradictjons and errors found in the documents provided 
14 by Chase. Therefore, this list is not comprehensive and shouJd not be regarded as such. 
15 232. As a result of Chase's many falsehoods, contradictions, and discrepancies, Chase 
16 has demonstrated an extreme lack of corporate character and has breached the covenant of good 
17 faith and fair dealing against the Nickersons. Chase has blocked the Nickersons from receiving 
18 the full benefit of performance of the contract and has violated, nullified, significantly impaired, 






233. As a resuJt of Chase's breach of covenant of good faith and fair dealing, the 
Nickersons have suffered and continue to suffer reasonable, extreme and foreseeable 
consequential damages, including loss of credit, loss of income, higher interest rates, damage to 
their credit, loss of equity in property, costs and expenses incurred to attempt to prevent and fight 
pending fraudulent and wrongful foreclosure, emotional distress, and have been denied the fruits 
of the contract which are home ownership, opportunity to build and invest wealth and equity, an 
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the stability of long term excellent and established credit, trust in financial institutions and 
2 confidence to rely on promises, etc. 
p.57 
3 234. Nickersons have been severely and substantially damaged by Chase's breach of 
4 covenant of good faith and fair dealing in an amount to be proven at trial. 
5 Count 2 - Breach of Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing - PHH 
6 Against Counter-Defendant PHH 
7 235. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
8 its entirety in this cause of action. 
9 236. PHH breached the covenant of good faith and fair dealing because they did not 
10 work with or for the Nickersons to resolve the disputed default and they did not take the 
11 opportunity and responsibility ta thoroughly investigate the Nickersons dispute of the alleged 
12 default. They not only refused to do so, but they claimed they did not have the account records. 
13 How can you claim default when you do not have the account records? PHH refused payments, 
14 refused to provide any proof of default, they intentionally ignored and blocked the Nickersons' 
15 efforts to resolve the alleged default in direct violation of 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2)(B) ''after 
16 conducting an investigation, provide the borrower with a written explanation or clarification." 
17 237. PHH, instead ofresearching the default and providing a written explanation or 
18 clarification, pushed forward with their fraudulent and wrongful claim. 
19 238. PHH also breached the covenant of good faith and fair dealing by illegally 
20 attempting a non-judicial foreclosure. PHH knew a judicial foreclosure would be required 
21 because a deed of trust could not be used on the Nickersons property due to its acreage and 
22 location. However, the Nickersons assert Pllli hoped the Nickersons would succumb to their 
23 intimidation and threats as millions of victims of wrongful foreclosure have done. Also, PHH 
24 knew they were not the Note holder nor investor and therefore, did not have the right to foreclose 
25 
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but proceeded anyway. Attempting an illegal foreclosure is clearly a breach of the covenant of 
2 good faith and fair dealing. 
3 239. PHH breached the covenant of good faith and fair dealing by providing false, 
4 misleading and often contradictory statements throughout this proceeding. The Nickersons have 
5 identified over one hundred (100) discrepancies, falsehoods and contradictory statements within 
6 the record of this proceeding which have been detailed in their answer under the affirmative 
7 defense titled Contradictory Statements and is incorporated herein in this cause of action. 
8 240. LC. § 7-601. Contempts Defined. "The following acts or omissions in respect to 
9 a court of justice, or proceedings therein, are contempts of the authority of the court: ... 4. Deceit 
10 or abuse of the process or proceedings of the court by a party to an action or special proceeding." 
11 241. PHH has blocked the Kickersons from receiving the full benefit of performance o 
12 the contract and has violated, nullified, significantly impaired, destroyed and injured the 
13 Nickersons rights to the fruits and benefits of the contract. 
14 242. As evidenced above, PHH has not acted in 'good faith' nor have they observed 
15 reasonable commercial standards of fair dealing. 
16 243. As a result of PHH's breach of covenant of good faith and fair dealing, the 
!7 Nickersons have suffered and continue to suffer reasonable, extreme and foreseeable 
18 consequential damages, including loss of credit, loss of income, higher interest rates, damaged 
19 credit, loss of use, enjoyment and benefits of their property, loss of equity in property, costs and 
20 expenses and loss of resources incurred to attempt to prevent and fight pending fraudulent and 




244. Kickersons have been severely and substantially damaged by PHH' s breach of 
covenant of good faith and fair dealing in an amount to be proven at trial. 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
FRAUD 
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245. fraus omnia vitiat- fraud vitiates everything 
2 246. "Tusch Enterprises directs the court's attention to Faw v. Greenwood, 101 Idaho 
3 387, 613 P.2d 1338 (I 980). and argues that the elements of misrepresentation outlined therein 
4 have been satisfied. The elements are as follows: '(I) a representation; (2) its falsity; (3) its 
5 materiality; ( 4) the speaker's knowledge of its falsity or ignorance of its truth; (5) his intent that it 
6 should be acted on by the person and in the manner reasonably contemplated; (6) the hearer's 
7 ignorance of its falsity; (7) his reliance on the truth; (8) his right to rely thereon; and (9) his 
8 consequent and proximate injury.' Id, at 389,613 P.2d at 1340, quoting Mitchell v. Siqueiros. 99 
9 Idaho 396, 401, 582 P.2d 1074, 1079 {1978). We do not believe Tusch Enterprises' 
10 misrepresentation claim should be analyzed only with reference to the elements recited in Faw, 
11 supra ... To say that all fraudulent misrepresentation must fit within Faw's nine-element 
12 formulation misconstrues the very nature of fraud. 'Fraud vitiates eve11thing it touches. It is 
13 difficult to define; there is no absolute rule as to what facts constituted [sic] fraud; and the law 
14 does not provide one 'lest knavish ingenuity may avoid it." Afassey-Ferguson. Inc. v. Bent 
15 Equipment Companv. 283 F.2d 12, 15 (5th Cir.1960). '[T]he law does not define fraud; it needs 
16 no definition; it is as old as falsehood and as versable as human ingenuity."' Id Tusch 
17 Enterprises v. Coffin, 113 Idaho 37, 740 P.2d 1022 (1987). 
18 Count 1 -Mortgage Fraud, fraud in the factum - Coldwell 
19 Against Third Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
20 247. Black's Law Dictionary defines fraud in the factum as "Fraud occurring when a 
21 legal instrument as actually executed differs from the one intended for execution by the person 
22 who executes it, or when the instrument may have had no legal existence." 
23 248. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
24 its entirety in this cause of action. 
25 
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249. At the closing table, Coldwell presented a security instrument to the Nickersons. 
After being confronted by the Nickersons and the closing agent telling them the Nickersons were 
only willing to sign a Mortgage and that only a Mortgage and not a Deed of Trust could be used 
on their property, ColdweU told and provided oral and written assurances to the Nickersons the 
instrwnent being executed was in fact and for sure a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust and the type 
of Mortgage that had additional protections as the Nickersons had discussed ,vith Coldwell 
previously. Coldwell intentionally and falsely assured and promised the Nickersons they were 
securing their new property with a Mortgage but Coldwell then apparently filed a document with 
the content and title Deed of Trust in the County records. The fact that Coldwell represented that 
this Deed of Trust was really a Mortgage vitiates the Deed of Trust."" [A]greements and 
communications prior to or contemporaneous with the adoption of a writing are admissible in 
evidence to establish fraud.' Tusch Enterprises v. Co(fin. 113 Idaho 37. 45 n. 5, 740 P.2d 1022, 
1030 n. 5 (1987), l11ikesell v. Nev.,world Development Corp., 122 Idaho 868. 876, 840 P.2d 1090, 
1098 (Ct.App.1992). Fraud vitiates the specific terms of the agreement and can provide a basis 
for demonstrating that the parties agreed to something apart from or in addition to the written 
documents." Aspiazu v. Afortimer, 139 Idaho 548, 82 P.3d 830 (2003). Further, Coldwell 
violated LC. § 26-31 Idaho Residential Mortgage Practices Act section 211 Prohibited 
Practices of Mortgage Brokers and Lenders. "No mortgage broker or mortgage lender 
}jcensee under this part or person required under this part to have such license shall: 
(5) Engage in any misrepresentation or omission of a material fact in connection with 
residential mortgage loan; 
(7) Make any false promise likely to influence or persuade, or pursue a course o 
misrepresentations and false promises through mortgage loan originators or other agents, o 
through advertising or otherwise; 
(8) Misrepresent, circumvent or conceal, through whatever subterfuge or device, any o 
the material terms of a residential mortgage loan transaction;" 
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And section 317 Prohibited Acts and Practices. "It is a violation of this part for a person or 
individual subject to this part, in connection with mortgage loan origination activity in this state, 
to: 
(1) Directly or indirectly employ any scheme, device or artifice to defraud or mislea 
borrowers or lenders or to defraud any person; 
(2) Engage in any unfair or deceptive practice; 
(9) Make any false or deceptive statement or representation, including a false o 
deceptive statement or representation concerning rates, points or other financing terms o 
conditions for a residential mortgage loan, or engage in bait and switch advertising;" 
250. Coldwell falsely and deceptively misrepresented the Deed of Trust to the 
Nickersons and Fannie Mae. To the Nickersons they said it was a Mortgage. To Fannie Mae and 
the rest of the world they apparently called it a Deed of Trust. 
251. Deeds of trust and mortgages are not the same. Idaho code separately defines 
mortgages and deeds of trust. They are not functionally the same. Frazier v. Neilsen & Co., 115 
Idaho 739, 769 P. 2d 1111 (1989). 
252. Coldwell, knowing a deed of trust could not legally be used on the Nickerson 
property purposefully and intentionally misled the Nickersons in order to defraud them and with 
the specific intent to defraud any future investors because within the body of the presented Deed 
of Trust it claims the Nickersons fifty (50) acre property is (40) acres or less. 
253. At that time, and because the Nickersons believed Coldwell to be a nationa!ly 
recognized and reputable company within the Mortgage Lending and Real Estate industries, the 
Nickersons had no reason not to believe Coldwell was telling them the truth and representing 
their best interests and acted accordingly. 
254. Coldwell fraudulently misrepresented to the Nickersons that the Nickersons were 
executing a Mortgage and fraudulently prepared a document that purposefully mischaracterizes 
the property it is securing. Any subsequent beneficiary to this loan or contract has also been 
defrauded by Coldwell because they would have been led to believe that uncontested they could 
easily non-judjcially foreclose in the event of default which makes the Note and Mortgage more 
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marketable. It is important to note, that because of this fraud, PHH and Just Law attempted a 
2 non-judicial foreclosure even though the Nickersons challenged its legality prior to the filing of 
3 it. PHH and Just Law only stopped it when the Nickersons started to pursue legal action and they 
4 realized they would have civil and criminal exposure and liability if they proceeded. 
5 255. Coldwell intentionally falsified the documents and mischaracterized the property 
6 and the information contained therein to presumably sell this loan to Fannie Mae. Further, 
7 Coldwell created an unlawful deed of trust to mischaracterize the property it was securing even 
8 though legally only a mortgage could be used to secure the Nickersons fifty (50) acre ranch. The 
9 Nickersons assert they did this so they could sell the Note and Mortgage to Fannie Mae. 
10 Consequently, Fannie Mae allegedly purchased the Nickersons loan based on false 
11 misrepresentations when they should not and presumably would not have. 
12 256. Coldwell committed fraud in the factum by misrepresenting the Deed of Trust as 
13 a Mortgage in order to coerce the Nickersons into closing on the property. The Nickersons 
14 clearly and unmistakably believed they were getting a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust. The 
15 Nickersons did not knowingly or willingly grant or execute a Deed of Trust or any docurnen1 that 
l6 could be misrepresented as a Deed of Trust at closing. 
17 257. Coldwell committed fraud 1) Coldwell told the Nickersons they were securing 
18 their property with a Mortgage. 2) Deeds of Trust and Mortgages are not the same. Frazier v. 
19 Neilsen & Co., Id 3) In order to finance the purchase of the property the Nickersons had to have 
20 a security instrument. 4) Coldwell was a very experienced mortgage lender (in the loan 
21 application packet, Coldwell states, "it's our business-our only business") and told the 
22 Nickersons they understood the Idaho statutes regarding Mortgages and Deeds of Trust. 5) 
23 Coldwell kne\.v the Nickersons would only sign a mortgage so Coldwell told them the security 
24 instrument was a mortgage. 6) At that time, and because they believed Coldwell to be a 
25 nationally recognized and reputable company, the Nickersons had no reason not to believe 
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Coldwell was telling them the truth. 7) The Nickersons signed what they believed to be a 
2 Mortgage. 8) The Nickersons were closing on their new ranch. 
3 258. 9) As a direct and proximate result of the unconscionable, adhesive and 
p.63 
4 outrageous actions and fraudulent course of conduct of Coldwell, the Nickersons have suffered 
5 damages including fighting a fraudulent, wrongful and illegal non-judicial foreclosure attempt; 
6 fighting the subsequent fraudulent and wrongful judicial foreclosure; loss of credit; higher 
7 interest rates; loss of way of life; loss of precious time; personal, professional and public 
8 hwniliation and embarrassment; emotional distress and other actual and consequential damages. 
9 259. Nickersons have been severely and substantially damaged by Coldwell's 
IO intentionally fraudulent actions in an amow1t to be proven at trial. 
11 Count 2 - Fraud 
12 Against Counter-Defendant PHH, and 
13 All Third Party Defendants 
14 260. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
15 its entirety in this cause of action. 
16 261. In collusion and conspiracy with all Third Party Defendants, PHH, realizing they 
17 had an unenforceable security instrument, crafted a scheme using fraud and deceit in order to 
18 conceal the fraudulent, il1egal, unconscionable and adhesive Mortgage that Coldwell created, and 
!9 foreclose on the Nickerson property. As is evidenced in virtually all of the documents and 
20 assertions by PHH and all third party defendants, fraud has been perpetrated in order to 
21 intentionally and maliciously defraud and swindle the Nickersons out of their o\.\11ership and 
22 enjo)'ment of their beautiful mountain property. 
23 262. The Assignment of Deed of Trust from Coldwell to Chase was illegally crafted 
24 and fraudulent. According to PHH and Fannie Mae, at the time of this assignment, November 20, 
25 2007, Coldwell did not hold the Note. PHH has admitted the Note was transferred to Fannie Mae 
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in 2002, and Fannie Mae claims ovvnership from December 2002 to December 2009 (see Exhibit 
2 10). Therefore, Coldwell could not assign, transfer, or sell its' interest in a note it did not hold or 
3 own nor could Coldwell record this document in the county records because this transaction 
4 could not have occurred. This document should not and can not legally exist. This is not only 
5 fraud, but a criminal act LC. § 18-3203 -Offering False or Forged Instrument for Record. 
6 Coldwell committed fraud not only against the Kickersons but against the court as well because 
7 the purpose of recording assignments in the county records is to give notice to the world who 
8 owns the Deed of Trust and Note. The purpose of the assignment was to transfer ov..nership 
9 rights to Chase naming Chase as the new holder of the Note and Deed of Trust when, in fact, 
10 they were not. PHH and Fannie Mae claim Fannie Mae was the owner a1 this time and Chase 
11 claims they were only the servicer not the ov.ner. Coldwell fraudulently misrepresented the 
12 transfer of ownership of the Note and Deed of Trust. nemo dat quod non habit- one cannot 
13 grant what one does not have 
14 263. In addition, the Assignment of Deed of Trust from Coldwell to Chase was 
15 executed by robo-signers James Kucherka and Leah Boedecker and contains evidence of notary 
16 fraud. "The Robo-Signing Sca,idal ... assembly-line signing and notarizing of affidavits for 
1 i foreclosure cases, mortgage assignments, note allonges and related documents, all filed in courts 
18 and deed recorders in counties across the United States." Attorney Grievance Commission of 
19 Marylandv. Dore, 433 Md. 685, 73 A.3d 161 (2013). 
20 264. The Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note from Chase to PHH is 
2 l fraudulent (Exhibit 8). Chase could not assign, sell, or transfer interest in something they had no 
22 interest in. Both PHH and Chase claim Chase did not own the note at the time of this assignment 
23 in June of 2010. However, contrary to the preceding statement, Chase sent a "Notice of Kew 
24 Creditor" letter to the Nickersons stating Chase acquired the loan on December 3, 2009 (Exhibit 
25 9), and in response to a QWR, Chase claims the note is currently in their possession and they are 
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the investor on the loan (Exhibit 1). There is no record of the alleged transfer from Fannie Mae 
2 to Chase in the Clearwater County land records. 
3 265. Executing and recording this Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust 
4 Note is fraud not only against the Nickersons, but against the court as well, because the purpose 
5 of recording assignments in the county records is to give notice to the world who owns the Deed 
6 of Trust and Note. In addition, this document references a trustee that could not legally be 
7 appointed until this assignment was executed. This document is also robo-signed by Kirsten 
8 Bailey. This validates the malicious intent to fraudulently foreclose on the Nickersons without 
9 any effon for resolution or other remedies. Furthermore, according to Chase this assignment 
10 could have never happened. As evidenced above, Chase, to this day, claims to be the Note holder 
11 and investor (see Exhibit 1). This document was fabricated with the express purpose and intent t 
12 allow PHH to illegally, wrongfully and fraudulently foreclose on the Nickersons' property. 
13 266. PHH sent a notice of intention to foreclose letter to the Nickersons four months 
14 before they had alleged beneficial interest in the Note and Mortgage alleging a default. That 
15 default has been proven inaccurate and unreliable based on evidence. The Nickersons 
16 immediately contacted PHH and disputed the default, but PHH ignored and blocked all efforts of 
17 the Nickersons to resolve the alleged default and went so far as to adamantly and repeatedly 
18 claim they did not have any account records from Chase. In fact, PHH, in their response to 
19 admissfons on July 3, 2012, stated, "PHH is unaware of any payments made or not made by the 
20 Nickersons to Chase." This is a completely false misrepresentation, because prior to when that 
21 statement was made, the Nickersons had provided to PHH proof of payments made to Chase. 
22 PHH understood from the Nickersons there was no default. PHH kno,N:ing there was no default 
23 purposefully refused to accept any payments from the Nickersons and fraudulently and illegally 
24 attempted to foreclose non-judicially by power of sale. 
25 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
Page l 55 of300 
1546
p.66 
Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
267. Four days prior to the fraudulent assignment from Chase, PHH fraudulently 
2 appointed Just Law as trustee in order to begin a knowingly false, fraudulent, and illegal non-
3 judicial foreclosure process using the Deed of Trust that Coldwell fraudulently obtained in the 
4 beginning. PHH was not yet the alleged beneficiary, and therefore, could not legally appoint Just 
5 Law as trustee. In addition, the Appointment of Trustee document is fraudulent because it does 
6 not specifically state who PHH received beneficial interest from and the date when PHH 
7 received interest, the instrument number of this assignment, the number of pages on the county 
8 recorders stamp is missing and the printed name, title, and seal of the signer is missing. 
9 268. Two days after the fraudulent assignment of deed and note from Chase, Third 
to Party Defendant Charles C. Just executes and causes to be recorded a knowingly false Notice of 
l l Default in order to initiate an illegal non-judicial foreclosure process using a knowingly 
12 fraudulent Deed of Trust. The Notice of Default was fraudulent and illegal. PHH and Just Law 
13 knew 1) the default was in dispute, 2) the default amount was incorrect, 3) the Nickersons had 
14 provided proof of errors and inconsistencies, 4) PHH made no attempt to resolve the dispute but 
15 instead blocked all efforts by the Nickersons to make payments and resolve the dispute, 5) they 
16 did not have the account records to prove the default and, 6) the Nickersons property could not 
17 legally be foreclosed upon non-judicially. 
18 269. Five days a:fier recording the fraudulent Notice of Default, Just Law causes to be 
19 published a knowingly fraudulent, i1legal and injurious :-J'otice of Trustee's Sale. This fraudulent, 
20 illegal and inaccurate Notice of Trustee's Sale was executed by Third Party Defendant Tammie 
21 Harris, Trust Officer for Just Law, Inc, and recklessly published to the world at large knowing it 
22 could and most certainly would, cause damage, loss and injury to the Nickersons. 
23 270. Just Law purposefully blocked the Nickersons attempts to resolve the disputed 
24 default and threatened the Nickersons with financial harm if they continued their efforts to fight 
25 the illegal foreclosure. However, Just Law and PHH were forced to stop the non-judicial 
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foreclosure process just days before the sale when the Nickersons hired counsel and he 
2 threatened them with legaJ action for their illegal activities. 
p.67 
3 271. PHH then proceeded with filing a fraudulent foreclosure complaint alleging the 
4 same disputed default amount knowing they were not the Note holder and therefore, did not have 
5 standing to file their complaint. 
6 272. In an intentional and malicious attempt to damage the Nickersons emotionally, 
7 personally and professionally, Third Party Defendant Jason R. Rammell fraudulently obtained 
8 permission from the court to serve the Nickersons by publication when he had the Nickersons 
9 contact information and knew the Nickersons had legal representation. 
10 273. [n PHH's latest attempt to force the fraudulent and wrongful foreclosure, the 
11 affidavit they used to submit evidence of default, which provides a different default amount than 
12 what they originally claimed, is not signed by the notary which constitutes notary fraud and is a 
13 criminal act. See Exhibit 28. "A signed notarization is the ultimate assurance upon which the 
14 whole world is entitled to rely that the proper person signed a document on the stated day and 
15 place. Local, interstate, and international transactions involving individuals, banks, and 
16 corporations proceed smoothly because all may rely upon the sanctity of the notary's seal. .. 'The 
17 proper functioning of the legal system depends on the honesty of notaries who are entrusted to 
18 verify the signing of legally significant docwnents.' ... a false notarization is a crime and 
19 undermines the integrity of our institutions upon which all must rely upon the faithful fulfillment 
20 of the notary's oath." Klem v. Washington Mut. Bank, 176 Wash. 2d 771,295 P.3d 1179 (2013). 
21 274. PHH does not hold the :\"ote. In response to a recent Q\VR, PHH does not claim t 
22 hold the Note (Exhibit 6) and in Chase's response to a recent QWR, Chase claims they hold the 
23 Note and that they are the investor (Exhibit 1 ). 
24 
25 
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275. Just Law knew of and contributed to the ongoing fraudulent actions of PHH and 
2 the other Third Party Defendants as is evidenced by the over one hundred (I 00) discrepancies, 
3 contradictions and falsehoods Just Law submitted as evidence and filed with the court. 
4 276. Clearly and unequivocally, PHH and all Third Party Defendants have 
5 fraudulently, intentionally and maliciously conspired to pursue foreclosure against the 
6 Nickersons in order to harm them emotionally, financially, personally and professionally and 
7 gain undue and unjust enrichment. The fraud perpetrated in this case is not only against the 
8 ~ickersons but the court as wel1. (See Acting Attorney General Announces $6.25 .Million 

















277. Quoting from the article, 'Huge' Number of Lawyers Accused in Civil and 
Criminal Nfortgage-Related Fraud Cases (Exhibit 35). 
•• ... she hoped to avoid prison due to her extensive cooperation with federal authorities 
and efforts to combat mortgage fraud ... A federal judge reduced her sentence 
substantially from the six-and-a-half years that guidelines suggested. But she still got 
over two years. 'In my judgment, when you commit a multi-million-dollar fraud even in 
an otherwise law-abiding life, you can't just say Tm sorry' and everything is forgiven,' 
the judge said." 
1) Statements of fact - PHH and all Third Party Defendants represented PHH to 
be the holder and owner of the Nickersons Note and Mortgage by stating a) Coldwell 
sold the loan to Fannie Mae, however, there is no record of this transfer in the Clearwater 
County land records, nor has any assignment been presented, b) Coldwell assigned the 
loan to Chase, c) Fannie Mae transferred the loan to PHH, d) Chase had not ever owned 
the loan, and e) Chase assigned the loan to PHH. 
2) Its falsity - a) Coldwell could not both sell the loan to Fannie Mae, and then 
subsequently assign the loan to Chase. b) There is no record of transfer from Fannie Mae 
to PHH and no allonges on the Note from Fannie Mae to PHH and Fannie Mae claims to 
have terminated their interest in the loan on December 3, 2009. c) Chase did not and 
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could not assign the Joan to PHH because Chase has claimed they did not own the loan. 
However, in contradiction, the evidence demonstrates Chase claims to have purchased 
the loan on December 3, 2009, which is the same date Fannie Mae terminated their 
interest in the loan, and Chase claims to still own the loan as of January 10, 2014, which 
has the same result - Chase did not and has not assigned the Nickersons Note and 
Mortgage to PHH. 
3) Its materiality - PHH must prove its status as oVvner and Note holder in order 
to foreclose. 
4) The speaker's knowledge ofits falsity -PHH knows it is not the owner and 
holder of the Note and Mortgage because in their response to a QWR they do not claim to 
be and they claim the assignment of record is the assignment that transferred all interest 
from Coldwell to Chase. In addition, PHH never sent a Notice of New Creditor to the 
Kickersons informing them that PHH was the owner and holder of the Note and 
Mortgage. 
5) The speaker's intent to induce reliance-PHH has filed a complaint for 
foreclosure intending and in hopes that not only should the Nickersons simply and at face 
value rely on their falsified facts. allegations, and claims but that the court, future buyers 
and the world at large should as well. 
6) The hearer's ignorance of the falsity- The Nickersons and the court really had 
no way of knowing the falsity without extensive and oppressive investigation. 
7) Reliance by the hearer - The Nickersons and the court had to rely on, work 
v..-ith and sift through the representations, statements, facts, allegations and claims 
presented by PHH. The Nickersons were ignored and prevented from challenging PHH 
and had to go through this entire process because of the reliance on the i11egitimate 
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claims to O\\nership. The Nickersons did not fully discover their falsities until contacting 
Fannie Mae and Chase and conducting an investigation to stop their abusers. 
8) The hearer's right to re]y- The Nickersons are fighting to save their property 
from foreclosure and should be able to ethically, morally and legally rely on PHH's 
representations that they own the Note and accept their responsibilities and demonstrate 
proper regard for their obligations to practice fair debt collection, avoid predatory lencting 
practices, follow all regulatory guidelines, and any other such reliance that a reasonable 
person could expect to rely upon. 
9) Consequent and proximate injury- Foreclosure. The Nickersons irreparable 
loss of their investment in the property and the loss of years of hard work in building up 
and establishing equity and memories in their property. In addition, see the fraud 
damages section below. 
Count 3 - Fraud by Robo-Signing 
Against Counter-Defendant PHH, and 
Third Party Defendants - Coldwell, Chase, and Just Law 
278. The Roho-Signing Scandal 
"For years, in foreclosure actions in Maryland, 'courts, with good reason and 
really of necessity, have relied on the accuracy of affidavits, especially when filed 
by attorneys, unless there is something on the face of the document to suggest 
otherwise or the validity of the affidavit is challenged.' Wilner, supra at l. This 
system of trust collapsed with the shocking discovery that in thousands, if not tens 
of thousands, of residential foreclosure actions, the affidavits filed with the courts 
were 'bogus': ·the affiant either did not have sufficient knowledge of the facts 
stated in the affidavit to validly attest to their accuracy or did not actually read or 
personally sign the affidavit' id. at 1, 2. This practice became knovm as 'robo-
signing' - the term that 'describes mortgage servicers' response to the tremendou 
volume of mortgage defaults and foreclosures after 2007: assembly-line signing 
and notarizing of affidavits for foreclosure cases, mortgage assignments, note 
allonges and related documents, all filed in courts and deed recorders in counties 
across the United States.' \Vhite. A. supra at 469-70." Attorney Grievance 
Commission of Maryland v. Dore, 433 Md. 685, 73 A.3d 161 (2013). 
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2 79. Robo-signers are: 1) any persons in the mortgage industry who, W1der oath, sign a 
2 mortgage affidavit, assignment, power of attorney, etc. without personally verifying the 
3 information is true, 2) individuals who forge executive signatures, 3) lower-level employees who 
4 sign their own name and lie about their title, i.e. impersonate an officer of the company, 4) 
5 people who execute documents when a notary is not present thereby causing the notary to lie 
6 about their acknowledgment and, 5) notaries who acknowledge fraudulent signatures, 
7 impersonators, and documents that are signed outside of their presence. In all of these cases, 
8 robo-signing involves unethical peop]e illegally signing critical documents and falsely swearing 
9 to their truth and accuracy, while deliberately choosing not to verify the information they stated 
10 as absolute fact and for the express purpose to intentionally and maliciously fraud and defraud 
11 innocent homeowners. 
12 280. Robo-signer James Kucherka executed the assignment from Coldwell Banker to 
13 Chase as Vice President of Coldwell Banker (Exhibit 11 ). James Kucherka executed assignments 
14 as the alleged V.P. of at least 6 different mongage companies within 1 year. He signed for: 1) 
15 ABN Amro Mortgage Group. Inc., by CitiMortgage, Inc .• 2) American Home Mortgage Corp., 
16 3) Century 21 Mortgage, 4) Coldwell Banker Mortgage, 5) ERA Mortgage, and 6) National City 
17 Bank. 
18 281. James Kucherka did not verify the content and accuracy of the document he 
19 executed. As evidenced previously, the assignment from Coldwell to Chase is fraudulent which 
20 Mr. Kucherka deliberately chose to ignore. Coldwell was no longer a holder of the Note nor did 
21 they have beneficial interest. He should have known that the assignment was false and 
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282. James Kucherka did not comply with notary procedures. He was required to 
2 execute this assignment in the presence of a notary. This is extremely difficult to accomplish 
3 when the Texas notary of choice is a person who does not even exist. 
4 283. James Kucherka is a robo-signer. Therefore, any documents he has signed should 
5 be considered null and void. 
6 284. Robo-signer Leah Boedeker co-signed the assignment from Coldwell to Chase 
7 (Exhibit 11). She executed assignments as Assistant V.P. of at least 4 different mortgage 
8 companies: 1) ABN Amro Mortgage Group, Inc., by CitiMortgage, Inc., 2) Coldwell Banker 
9 Mortgage, 3) Deutsche Bank Trust Company Americas, and 4) Commercial Federal Mortgage 
Io Corporation. 
l l 285. Additionally, Leah Boedeker did not validate the accuracy of this assignment nor 
12 did she sign in the presence of a notary. Leah Boedecker was a co-robe-signer with James 
13 Kucherka and therefore, any documents she has signed should be considered null and void. 
14 286. The assignment from Coldwell to Chase (Exhibit 11) is notarized by a fake 
15 notary. According to documentation found online, there is evidence that Gayle Craine does not 
16 exist. This documentation shO\i\TS that the drivers license and social security nwnber given to 
17 obtain the notary commission do not match up to any known person. And the exact name that she 
18 gave for the commission, Gayle Craine, shows that NO ONE in the state of Texas exists w-ith 
19 that name at all. This is intentional and malicious notarization Fraud. 
20 287. Robo-signer Kirsten Bailey executed the assignment from Chase to PHH (Exhibit 
21 8). Kirsten Bailey is listed as a robo-signer by auditors McDonnell Property Analytics (Exhibit 
22 16) and she executed assignments for at least six different c.ompanies: 1) BOA-Bank of 
23 America, 2) :Kations Banc, 3) Key Corp, 4) Fleet, 5) Shawmut, and 6) Chase. 
24 288. Kirsten Bailey failed to verify the accuracy of the assignment from Chase to PHH 
25 This assignment is inaccurate and fraudulent because Chase did not transfer anything to PHH 
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(see Exhibits I and 9), and it references Just Law as the successor trustee. Just Law could not 
2 have become the successor trustee until PHH had the Note and Mortgage which is what this 
3 assignment was allegedly doing. 
4 289. Not only were the assignments fraudulently and unlm.vfully executed, their 
5 content was inaccurate and falsely misrepresented the true chain of title to the Nickersons 
6 property. 
7 290. Because these robo-signers executed these assignments without verifying their 
8 accuracy and validity, the Nickersons were, at a minimum, injured, damaged and suffered 
9 significant, substantial and extreme unrecoverable darn.ages, losses and injuries with a corrupted 
iO chain of title; being forced to defend against wrongful and fraudulent foreclosures; unrecoverable 
11 loss of precious, productive and profitable time and life; loss of established way of life; 
12 emotional distress; and all other such damages as described in this complaint in its entirety. 
13 Count 4 - Notary Fraud 
14 Against Counter-Defendant PHH, and 
15 Third Party Defendants -Coldwell, Chase, Just Law, 
16 Charles C. Just and Kipp L. Manwaring 
17 291. Notaries are public officials. According to 'www.nationaLnotary.org, notaries mak 
18 a public oath to obey the law. All quotes in a, b, and c below are from www.nationalnotary.org. 
19 a. "In performing notarial acts, Notaries must always give precedence to the 
20 requirements of law over any other consideration - even the dictates or 
21 expectations of an employer, client, friend or family member. Law in all 
22 jurisdictions requires the document signer to appear in person before the Notary at 
23 the time of notarization." 
24 
25 
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b. As representatives of the state, "Notaries must perform their official duties with 
an appropriate degree of respect and seriousness for the indispensable role they 
play in our legal system as a trusted, impartial and official third party." 
c. -:-.rotaries must accept the seriousness of their actions in the protection of life, 
liberty and property. 
292. The second affidavit of Ron Casperite submitted by Just Law and Kipp L. 
7 Manwaring which PHH is relying upon to prove up a default contains notary fraud and 
8 contradicts the default amount Ron Casperite swore to in his first affidavit. The Nickersons 
9 contend Ron Casperite has perjured himself and cannot be trusted or relied upon to provide 
lO accurate and believable testimony. The notary and Ron Casperite committed fraud by an 
l I improper and illegal execution of the affidavit. The notary stamped the affidavit but did not sign 
12 it. New Jersey Statute§ 52:7-19. Affixation of Name. "Each notary public, in addition to 
l3 subscribing his autograph signature to any jurat upon the administration of any oath or the 
l4 taking of any acknowledgment or proof, shall affix thereto his name in such a manner and by 
l5 such means, including, but not limited to, printing, typing, or impressing by seal or mechanical 
l6 stamp, as will enable the Secretary of State easily to read said name." (emphasis added). "A 
l 7 signed notarization is the ultimate assurance upon which the whole world is entitled to rely that 
18 the proper person signed a docwnent on the stated day and place . .. a false notarization is a crime 
l 9 and undermines the integrity of our institutions upon which all must rely upon the faithful 
20 fulfillment ofthe notary's oath." Klem v. Washington .lvfut. Bank, 295 P.3d 1179, 176 Wash. 2d 
2 l 771 (2013). 
22 293. The assignment from Coldwell to Chase (Exhibit 11) is notarized by a fake 
23 notary. According to documentation found online, Gayle Craine does not exist. This 
24 documentation shows that the drivers license and social security number given to obtain the 
25 notary commission do not match up to any known person. And the exact name that she gave for 
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the commission, Gayle Craine, shows that NO ONE in the state of Texas exists with that name at 
2 all. This is intentional and malicious notarization fraud. 
3 294. These acts of notary fraud have, at a minimum, damaged the Nickersons in the 
4 with loss of trust in the judicial system, emotional distress, loss of precious time, c.ost of 
5 defending a v.Tongful and fraudulent foreclosure, and more. See below. 
6 Fraud Damages 
7 295. As a result of the four counts of fraud alleged above, the Nickersons have been, at 
& a minimum, injured and damaged emotionally, mentally, physically and financially 1) by being 
9 forced to expend an enormous amount of time and resources to fight this fraudulent foreclosure, 
lo 2) an incalculable loss of equity, 3) being victimized by higher interest rates, 4) inability to sell 
11 their ranch and realize equity, 5) increased expenses to operate business, 6) putting educatio~ 
12 careers and other opportunities on hold, 7) loss oflong standing credit lines, 8) loss of health due 
l 3 to the stress, 9) mental anguish trying to make sense of what was and is happening, why it was 
14 and is happening and how it was and is happening, and 10) other such damages and injuries as 
15 described in this complaint in its entirety. This entire ordeal is truly inconceivable by any 
16 rational, sane, or even remotely normal human being. How can companies conspire together to 
17 refuse payments, destroy perfect credit to prevent a homeowner from accessing other equity so 
18 they can protect their interests, fraudulently create records to support their lies and deception, 
19 and treat their customers or alleged customers so outrageously wrong? Is there hidden gold or oil 
20 on this property? What gives? How does your mind \\/Tap around all this? It is crazy behavior and 
21 conduct by any standard. It is irrational, inconceivable and outrageous. Someone needs to be 
22 held accountable. Someone needs to go to jail. The Nickersons need to be reimbursed for all that 
23 has been stolen, and justice needs to be served. May God render to every man according to his 
24 deeds. 
25 
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296. Nickersons have suffered severe and substantial damages due to the illegal, 
2 fraudulent and outrageous conduct of PHH and all Third Party Defendants in an amount to be 
3 proven at trial. 
4 FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
5 INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 
6 297. In Idaho, four elements are necessary to establish a claim of intentional infliction 
7 of emotional distress. (1) the conduct must be intentional or reckless; (2) the conduct must be 
8 extreme and outrageous; (3) there must be a causal connection between the wrongful conduct 
9 and the emotional distress; and (4) the emotional distress must be severe. Curtis v. Firth, 123 
IO Idaho 598,601,850 P.2d 749, 751 (1993) Justification for an award of damages for emotional 
1 I distress seems to lie not in whether distress was actually suffered by a plaintiff, but rather the 
12 quantum of outrageousness of the defendant's conduct. Brown v. Fritz. 108 Idaho 357, 362, 699 
13 P.2d 1371, 1376 0985). As cited by Edmondson v. Shearer Lumber 139 Idaho 172, 75 P.3d 733 
14 (2003). 
15 Count 1 -Illegal foreclosure attempt by PHH and Just Law 
16 Against Counter-Defendant PHH, and 
17 Third Party Defendants Just Law~ Charles C. Just, Bradon Howell, 
18 Kipp L. Manwaring, Tammie Harris and Jason R. Rammell 
19 298. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
20 its entirety in this cause of action. 
21 299. PHH and Just Law worked in collusion with one another in order to intentionally 
22 inflict emotional distress upon the Nickersons by fraudulently filing and intentionally proceeding 
23 with their illegal attempt to non-judicially foreclose on the Nickerson property and by serving th 
24 Nickersons by publication for the judicial foreclosure action. PHH and Just Law had complete 
25 
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contact information for the Nickersons, and had been in contact with the Nickersons and their 
2 counsel prior to publication. 
3 300. These malicious actions and abuse of the legal process were done without legal 
4 justification or excuse to willfully and purposefully injure, intimidate, damage and hann the 
5 ~ickersons. 
6 301. The subsequent proceedings created extreme personal, professional and financial 
7 hardships, damages, losses, injuries and trauma to such a degree the Nickersons experienced 
8 severe, significant, and substantial emotional distress that would be expected of any reasonable 
9 person being forced to cope with such irresponsible and unreasonable behavior. 
10 302. The who, what, where's and why's of this reckless, irrational and inconceivable 
1 l nightmare and villainous assault were impossible to understand, comprehend, fathom or cope 
12 with. Fear, anxiety, mental anguish, severe frustration, sleeplessness, discouragement, anger, 
13 hopelessness, helplessness, vulnerability, and physical illness plagued and traumatized the 
14 Nickersons. 
15 303. PHH and Just Law ignored the Nickersons dispute of default and proof of 
16 inaccurate and invalid documentation, refused to research the default, claimed they had no 
17 records of payments made or not made, and blocked the Nickersons attempts to research therr 
18 accounts. PHH and Just Law initiated an illegal non-judicial foreclosure on June 11, 2010, by 
19 filing a fraudulent and admittedly inaccurate Notice of Default in the Clearwater County records 
20 and then subsequently issuing a fraudulent. inaccurate and unlawful Notice of Trustee's Sale and 
21 posting it in the local newspaper for the world at large to see. 
22 304. When the Nickersons discovered this had occurred, they wcre devastated. How 
23 could PHH do this? According to Coldwell, the Nickersons had a Mortgage, so a non-judicial 
24 foreclosure was impossible. According to LC. § 45-1502 and Just Law's own website, a deed of 
25 
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trust could not be used on the Nickersons property. However, the Kickersons soon realized PHH 
2 and Just Law were going to do it and they were not planning to let the Nickersons stop them. 
3 305. In an attempt to stop the non-judicial foreclosure, the Nickersons contacted Just 
4 Law and requested to speak with Jason R. Rarnmell, the Just Law attorney assigned to the 
5 Nickersons' case. The Nickersons were told by Bradon Howell that Jason Rammell would not 
6 take their call. 
7 306. Bradon Howell represented he was one of the other attorneys representing Just 
8 Law in these proceedings. The Nickersons understood and believed Bradon Howell's 
9 representations. 
10 307. Nickersons then begged and pleaded for Bradon Howell to listen to their story. 
11 The Nickersons pled with Bradon Howell to help them get the situation resolved and 
12 communicated with great and morbidly vivid detail how the actions and allegations of Chase, 
13 PHH and Just Law were creating extreme hardships and emotional distress for the Nickersons. 
14 308. The Nickersons informed Bradon Howell they were in the ministry and provided 
15 financial counseling and that posting the Notice of Trustee's Sale was extremely damaging to 
I6 their reputation and testimony. 
17 309. They further communicated their property was a fifty (50) acre parcel secured by 
18 a Mortgage and a non-judicial foreclosure was not appropriate. 
19 310. Bradon Howell acted sympathetic to their plight and told the Nickersons he would 
20 communicate their story to Jason Ramm ell to see how Just Law was going to proceed. 
21 311. After allegedly speaking with Jason Rammell, Bradon Howell told the Nickersons 
22 he was sorry, but Jason Rammell said Just Law had been hired to foreclose, that is how they got 
23 paid, and they were going to go ahead and move forward with the non-judicial foreclosure. 
24 
25 
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312. Just Law, Jason Rammell, and Bradon Howell, intentionally and recklessly 
2 pushed forward \-vith their extreme and outrageous actions and conduct as detailed in this 
3 complaint in its entirety. 
4 313. Bradon Howell, among other things, then told, informed and threatened the 
p.79 
5 Nickersons that 1) it was an effort in futility to fight such a large mortgage company, 2) Just Law 
6 worked only for the mortgage company and had no responsibility or liability to the Nickersons, 
7 3) Just Law had indemnity that protected them from any liability so inaccuracies, 
g inconsistencies, fraud and other legal issues regarding pursuing the foreclosure with inaccurate 
9 records and or fraudulent documentation would not create any liability for them, 4) Just Law was 
10 the largest mortgage foreclosure firm in the US, 5) fighting the foreclosure was going to pose an 
11 extreme financial burden on the Nickersons without any real possibility of prevailing, 6) the 
12 reality is when a foreclosure is filed, the home is foreclosed, and 7) the Kickersons should simply 
13 let Just Law illegally foreclose and take their property and ranch. 
14 314. Although he, his associates. and his client PHH were heartless, cruel and sadfatic, 
15 the Nickersons continued to have conversations with Bradon Howell attempting to get Just Law 
L6 to listen and cancel the sale. However, since they were unsuccessful in their attempts, they hired 
l 7 Tom Clark of Clark and Feeney to stop the fraudulent foreclosure. Tom appointed John Mitchell 
L8 to represent them under his direct supervision and oversight. John Mitchell sent a letter to Just 
l9 Law informing them of their liability if they continued to pursue their illegal actions and Just 
20 Law canceled the sale. 
21 315. A few months later Jason R. Rammell fraudulently obtained the courts permission 
22 to serve the Nickersons by publication for this fraudulent judicial foreclosure knowing 1) the 
23 Nickersons had legal representation, 2) how emotionally traumatizing it was to the Nickersons to 
24 have the Trustee's Sale posted in the paper, and 3) the severe and irreparable damages suftered 
25 by the Nickersons emotionally, personally and professionally when the trustee's sale was posted 
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in the paper. All of these had been communicated to Just Law during Just Law's attempt to 
2 illegally foreclose on their property. 
3 316. Jason Rammell and his associates were so focused on damaging the Nickersons 
4 emotionally, personally and professionally they were willing to commit fraud on the Court in 
5 order to harm them. 
6 317. PHH and the other Third Party Defendants have been so focused on intentionally 
7 and recklessly damaging the Kickersons emotionally, personally and professionally that they 
8 have relentlessly pursued this extreme, outrageous, wrongful and fraudulent foreclosure action 
9 and have been unwaveringly unwilling from the start to do anything but foreclose on the 
10 Nickersons and steal their ranch even without the legal right to do so. This is outrageous and has 
11 caused the Nickersons severe emotional distress. First, the Nickersons have not breached their 
12 obligations. Second, PHH did not and does not have any legal s1anding to foreclose on the 
13 ~ickersons because they did not and do not hold or own the Nickersons Note and Mortgage. See 
14 Exhibits 1 and 9. This is an illegal foreclosure attempt and must be stopped. 
15 Count 2 -Harassment, abuse and threats by Chase 
16 Against Third Party Defendant Chase 
17 318. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
18 its entirety in this cause of action. 
19 319. Nickersons had contact with Chase employees who called the Nickersons from a 
20 revolving collection group. They were inhumanely rude, offensive, degrading and threatening. 
21 :no. They stated the home was in foreclosure. 
22 321. They scared the Nickersons with sale dates, called the Nickersons deadbeats, 
23 made outlandish and derogatory comparisons, and even went so far as to blame the Nickersons 
24 for the entire economic condition of the country. 
25 
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322. They stated they could throw them in debtor's prison and were doing it across the 
2 country. 
3 323. Despite the Nickersons repeatedly telling the Chase employees that they had just 
4 made payments and were current and to please review the account again, they demanded they 
5 sign over the deed as the only way to gain relief. 
6 324. They stated they could and would throw them, their children and their belongings 
7 out on the street. 
8 325. They threatened to change the locks on the doors, padlock the gate, and seize their 
9 belongings, specifying this included even pictures and baby memories. 
10 326. They told them they bad done this while the Nickersons were out of state and told 
11 them they would be charged with trespassing and thrown in jail if they re-entered the property. 
12 327. The Nickersons frantically traveled cross country to try and secure their property 
13 only to find there were no postings, no locks, no police, only more lies. 
14 328. Numerous Chase employees threatened to destroy their credit so they could and 
15 would not be able to secure work. 
16 329. They informed the Nickersons Mr. Nickerson no longer had an executive career, 
17 or any career "other than sitting on the side of the road with a cardboard sign." 
18 330. Chase employees stated that it did not matter that he had impeccable professional 
19 reputation, that all executive roles required good credit and he no longer had it and would not 
20 have it for 10+ years unless THEY fixed it. 
21 331. One particularly obnoxious and abusive employee even went so far as to falsely 
22 inform (but ~itb strong authoritative presentation) the Nickersons they could not even get a job 
23 at McDonald's with bad credit. 
24 332. They also informed the Nickersons that their bad credit would affect their kids 
25 and their future credit and opportunities. 
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333. It was a living nightmare. 
2 334. Because of the Kickerson's previous total lack of experience with having bad 
3 credit, and always having good credit, they did not know or realize the extent of the Lies, 
4 deception and misrepresentation they were experiencing. 
p.82 
5 335. They never dreamed a supposed professional would treat and mislead them in 
6 these ways. 
7 336. These threats were real and felt irrefutably imminent, scary, intimidating, 
s handicapping, traumatizing and distressing. 
9 337. The Nickersons had severe nightmares of living on the streets, of being homeless, 
LO of having no food, of being in grave danger, etc. 
11 338. These nightmares produced night sweats, sleeplessness, extreme anxiety, stress 
12 induced arrhythmias and breathing difficulties, illness, and other such complications. 
13 339. Chase employees threatened to seize all other assets of the Nickersons in addition 
14 to the Idaho property. 




341. They told them they were proactively destroying their credit. 
342. They explained how they were hitting their credit weekly to drive the score dov.-n 
19 and would continue to do so until the Nickersons complied with signing the deed over. 
20 343. They said each hit drove the credit down by a minimum of 5 points. 
21 344. They said they could report whatever or however they wanted to report to the 
22 credit bureaus. 
23 345. They laughed when the Nic.kersons told them they would contact the credit 
24 bureaus, tell them the truth and give them the facts. 
25 346. They threatened and promised to bankrupt them. 
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347. This intentional infliction of emotional stress on the Nickersons was extreme, 
2 malicious, outrageous and unconscionable. 
3 348. This jntentional infliction of emotional distress severely and significantly 
4 damaged the Nickersons, at a minimum, in the following ways: 1) personal, professional, 
5 financial and public humiliation, 2) unmanageable, overwhelming and overpowering 
p.83 
6 embarrassment, 3) oppressive fear and coping with reality based fear, 4) extreme and substantial 
7 health threatening anxiety, 5) devastating mental anguish, 6) extreme, significant and severe 
8 frustration, 7) discouragement, and 8) understandable and justified anger and sleepless nights 
9 dealing with it. 
10 349. Chase intentionally inflicted emotional distress on the Nickersons causing severe 
11 and substantial damage in a amount to be proven at trial. 
12 Count 3 - Fraud on the Court - Chase and Moffatt Thomas 
13 Against Third Party Defendants Chase, Moffatt Thomas and Jon A. Stenquist 
14 350. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
15 its entirety in this cause of action. 
16 351. Chase, Moffatt Thomas and Jon A. Stenquist intentionally inflicted emotional 
1 7 stress on the Nickersons by committing fraud on the court. Fraud on the court is defined by 
18 Black's Law Dictionary as "a lawyer's or party's misconduct so serious that it undermines or is 
19 intended to lllldennine the integrity of the proceeding. Examples are bribery of a juror or 
20 introducing fabricated evidence." 
21 352. Chase, Moffatt Thomas and Jon A. Stenquist introduced fabricated and forged 
22 evidence into this proceeding thr()ugh false, misleading and contradictory statements. A few 
23 examples are below: 
24 a. Chase claimed eight times in their answers to interrogatories and requests for 
25 production that they did not purchase, own or sell the Nickersons Note. Exhibits 1 
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and 9 clearly prove those statements were false and fabricated because they show 
Chase claims to have purchased the loan (Note) on December 3, 2009, and that 
they are still in possession of the Note as of January 10, 2014. 
b. Chase claimed the Note was sold to Freddie Mac. PHH claimed the Note was sold 
to Fannie Mae. Fannie Mae claims to have bought the Note on December 27, 
2002, and to have terminated interest in it on December 3, 2009, (Exhibit 10). 
c. Chase claimed the Note was repurchased by PHH directly from Freddie Mac. 
However, PHH claimed they received the Note directly from Fannie Mae and 
then recorded an assignment of the note and deed claiming Chase assigned it to 
PHH. 
353. Chase, Moffatt Thomas, and Jon A. Stenquist committed fraud on the court by 
12 withholding, concealing and manipulating evidence. 
13 a. Chase knew they purchased the Nickersons Note on December 3, 2009, and knew 
14 they did not assign it to PHH in June of2010 and have known all along that they 
15 are in possession of the Nickersons Note. By withholding 1his evidence, Chase 
16 avoided and concealed discovery that could set the Nickersons free from 
17 mortgage terrorism. Chase conspired with PHH to wrongfully and fraudulently 
l & foreclose on the Nickersons and thereby caused severe emotional distress. 
19 b. Chase, in paragraph 6 of their answer to the Nickersons Third Party Complaint 
20 allegation that Coldwell assigned the Note and Mortgage to Chase on or about 
21 December 20, 2007, states, "JPMorgan admits that the Nickersons' Note and 
22 Mortgage were assigned by Coldwell, but lacks sufficient information to form a 
23 belief as to the parties and dates of assignment(s) and therefore denies the 
24 remaining allegations of Paragraph 7 of the Complaint." Chase is clearly 
25 withholding evidence. Chase should have and would have known whether or not 
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they received the Note and Mortgage via an assignment from Coldwell in 
November 2007. By not specifically denying this claim they allowed the court to 
believe this assignment actually assigned the Nickersons Note and ::viortgage to 
Chase when it did not. Evidence presented clearly shows Fannie Mae claims they 
purchased the Note from Coldwell in December of2002 (Exhibit 10). 
354. By withholding and fabricating evidence, Chase, Moffatt Thomas, and Jon 
7 Stenquist have intentionally inflicted emotional distress upon the Nickersons. If these Third 
8 Party Defendants had come forward with the truth then this case would have never progressed to 
9 this stage and PHH and Just Law would not have been permitted to perpetrate their fraud and 
lo obtain a wrongful, fraudulent foreclosure and inflict severe, significant and substantial damages, 
11 injuries and losses on the Nickersons as described in this complaint in its entirety. 
12 355. As a result of Chase's, Moffatt Thomas', and Jon Stenquist's intentional 
13 infliction of emotional distress the Nickersons have suffered severe and substantial emotional 
14 damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
15 356. As a direct result of the intentional and reckless actions and conduct of Chase, 
16 Moffatt Thomas, Jon Stenquist and those acting on their behalf, the Nickersons have suffered in 
17 the State ofidaho as victims of inhumane and incomprehensible infliction of emotional distress 
18 for years. Their personal faith, undying trust in God's sovereignty, inner strength, and family 
19 solidarity are the only reasons they have survived total and complete emotional annihilation. 
20 Their overall and specific health, strength, security, peace, rest, hope, trust, lives, and way of life 
21 have all been severely threatened, abused, damaged and destroyed to Life threatening and 
22 irreparable extremes. 
23 357. PHH, Just Law, Charles C. Just, Kipp L. Manwaring, Bradon Howell, Tammie 
24 Harris, and Jason R. Rammell, among others who have conspired to commit these crimes against 
25 the Kickersons, have committed intentional, outrageous and unconscionable terrorism against 
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and toward the Nickersons, their monetary resources, and their rights to life, liberty and the 
2 pursuit of happiness. These acts of mortgage terrorism and fraud were intentionally, maliciously, 
3 willingly, purposefully and knowingly committed by direct and indirect actions that any 
4 reasonable person would expect and know to cause and create severe, far reaching and ongoing 
5 emotional distress and duress. 
6 358. Further, these actions were committed with the full knowledge, understanding an 
7 after having been informed of the damage they could do, were in fact doing and would continue 
8 to do for years to come. Attached are some articles regarding foreclosure related emotional 
9 distress. Foreclosures take an emotional toll on many homeowners-USA Today, attached as 
10 Exhibit 29, Study centers on foreclosure stress onfamily life-Washington Post, attached as 
11 Exhibit 30, and Foreclosures are killing us by Craig E. Pollack and Julia F. Lynch, attached as 
12 Exhibit 31. The foreclosure crisis' other toll: Emotional stress, money.msn.com, attached as 
13 Exhibit 32. 
14 FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
15 \VRO'"GFUL FORECLOSURE 
16 359. Wrongful Foreclosure is the direct, deliberate, fraudulent. intentional, outrageous, 
17 reckless, unconscionable, unlawful and unconstitutional attempt of the Bank to rob, steal and 
18 . destroy the life, liberty, happiness, and property of innocent homeowners. In every sense of this· 
19 definition, the foreclosure attempts on the Nickersons property are Wrongful Foreclosures. 
20 Count 1 - Wrongful non-judicial foredosure - PHH and Just Law 
21 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
22 Third Party Defendants Just Law, Charles C. Just, Bradon Howell, 
23 Jason R. Rammell, Tammie Harris, and Kipp L. Manwaring 
24 360. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
25 its entirety in this cause of action. 
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361. After months of phone calls from the Nickersons attempting to work with PHH to 
2 resolve the disputed default and PHH ignoring and intentionally blocking their efforts, PHH and 
3 Just Law initiated an illegal non-judicial foreclosure on June 11, 2010, by filing a fraudulent and 
4 inaccurate Notice of Default in the Clearwater County records and then subsequently issuing a 
5 fraudulent Notice of Trustee's Sale and posting it in the local newspaper. 
6 362. Ac.cording to Coldwell, the originating lender, the Nickersons had a ::Vfortgage, so 
7 a non-judicial foreclosure was impossible. According to I. C. § 45-1502 and Just Law's ov.n 
8 website a deed of trust could not be used on the Nickerson property and therefore, a non-judicial 
9 foreclosure attempt was not lawful, ethical or legally appropriate. 
10 363. In an attempt to stop the non-judicial foreclosure, the Nickersons contacted Just 
11 Law and requested to speak with Jason R. Rammell, the Just Law attorney assigned to the 
12 Nickersons' case. The Nickersons were told by Bradon Howell that Jason Rammell would not 
13 take their call. 
14 364. Nickersons then begged and entreated for Bradon Howell to listen to their story. 
15 The Nickersons pled with Bradon Howell to help them get the situation resolved and help them 
16 find and secure some relief. 
17 365. The Nickersons communicated how the actions and allegations of Chase, PHH 
18 and Just Law were creating extreme hardships and emotional distress for the Nickersons, their 
l 9 financial stability, their credit rating, their income, their health, their way of life, their life. 
20 366. The Nickersons informed Bradon Howell they were in the ministry and provided 
21 financial counseling and that posting the Notice of Trustee's Sale was extremely damaging to 
22 their character and testimony. 
23 367. The Nickersons informed Bradon Howell the damage to their credit with this 
24 fraudulent assault was creating severe financial stress. 
25 
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368. The Nickersons questioned whether there could be any logical, legitimate or 
2 lawful motive behind a creditor preventing and prohibiting a borrower from securing income. 
3 369. They enumerated the extreme financial hardships and losses they were 
4 experiencing because of the entire situation. 
5 370. They communicated their desire and ability to resolve the situation and pled with 
6 Bradon Howell to help them find relief and resolution. 
7 371. They provided Bradon Howell with explicit details of the entire history with 
8 Chase, PHH and any and all related issues and concerns. 
9 372. They further communicated their property was a fifty (50) acre parcel secured by 
10 a Mortgage and a non-judicial foreclosure was not even appropriate or possible. 
11 373. Bradon Howell acted in a way that led the Nickersons to believe he was 
12 sympathetic to their plight and told the Nickersons he would communicate their story to Jason 
13 Rammell to see how Just Law was going to proceed. 
14 374. After allegedly speaking with Jason Rammell, Bradon Howell told the Nickersons 
15 he was sorry, but Jason Rammell said Just Law had been hired to foreclose, that is how they got 
16 paid, and they were going to go ahead and move forward with the non-judicial foreclosure. 
17 375. Bradon Howell, among other things, told the Nickersons 1) Just Law worked 
18 solely for the mortgage company, 2) Just Law was the largest mortgage foreclosure firm in the 
19 U.S. 3) fighting the foreclosure would pose extreme frnancial exposure to the Nickersons withou 
20 any real hope of prevailing, and 4) Just Law had complete indemnity from PHH so despite any o 
21 the illegalities or unlawful and abusive actions we had presented., Just Law had and would have 
22 no liability. 
23 376. Bradon Howell's statements were very intimidating, threatening, instilled fear and 
24 traumatized the Nickersons. 
25 
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377. His statements made it clear the Nickersons could not anticipate, hope for or 
2 count on Just Law being impartial, facilitating any resolution, seeking justice, following rules, 
3 playing. fair or being just. 
4 378. Just Law was clearly in this for the money and the fight was on as to whether 
5 good, evil, truth or deception would prevail in the end. 
6 379. Nickersons continued to have conversations with Bradon Howell attempting to 
7 get Just Law to listen to the truth, laws, common sense and their ethical responsibilities and 
8 cancel the sale. However, the Nickersons were unsuccessful in their attempts, so the Nickersons 
9 hired Tom Clark of Clark and Feeney who they understood was a very competent, qualified 
10 attorney with extensive experience in this area of law. Tom appointed John Mitchell to handle 
11 the case under his complete and direct oversight and supervision. 
12 380. John Mitchell sent a letter to Just Law informing them his firm was representing 
13 the Nickersons in this matter and of their liability for illegally foreclosing and Just Law stopped 
14 the non-judicial foreclosure just days before the sale. 
15 3 81. PHH, Just Law, Charles C. Just, Kipp L. Manwaring, Bradon Howell, Tammie 
16 Harris and Jason R. Rammell attempted to illegally and VvTongfully foreclose on the Nickersons 
17 non-judicially. They knew their actions were in violation of Idaho Code § 45-1502 and they 
18 knew the damage they were causing 10 the Nickersons. Their conduct and actions were 
19 intentional and outrageous. 
20 BRADON HOWELL 
21 382. As a result of Bradon Howell's direct and indirect actions, behaviors, negligence, 
22 and failure in fulfilling hi5 legal ethical and moral responsibilities, obligations and duties, the 
23 Nickersons have suffered severe and ongoing emotional and monetary damages and abuse in an 
24 amount to be proven at trial. 
25 
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383. Bradon Howell's 1) criminal silence; 2) disregard, manipulation, fabrication and 
2 concealment of evidence; 3) mindful alignment with Jason Rammell and Just Law's decision to 
3 consciously and deliberately pursue wrongful foreclosure without legal authority or right and 
4 with a complete disregard of how these actions could and most certainly would affect and effect 
5 the Nickersons; 4) personal decisions, commitments and choices to ignore, participate in and 
6 conceal unlawful and improper instruments and actions, in part and in whole, prior to and during 
7 the proceedings; and 5) failure to report and blow whistles cm these unla¥ifu1, immoral and 
g unethical occurrences, did, has and is continuing to allow, empower, conspire with and aid and 
9 abet the unlawful, abusive, predatory and ongoing actions of Just Law, PHH, Chase and other 
10 principals. 
11 384. Bradon Howell's personal. moral and professional failures to offer, exhibit and 
12 provide general duty of care, proper due diligence, common and human decency, ethical busines 
13 practices, contractually obligated responsibilities, fair and truthful dealing, professional 
14 competence, and appropriate regard for federal, state, local and common laws that govern such 
15 duties 1) demonstrates a blatant and total disregard for the soberness of his actions, 2) implicates 
16 him as a premeditated accomplice and co-conspirator to well schemed mortgage terrorism, 3) 
17 solidifies his involvement and complete alignment with the illegal acts being committed, and 4) 
18 affords him substantial liability and exposure in his personal and official capacities. 
19 385. By not simply and critically verifying the authenticity, legality and properness of 
20 all documentation and information presented to him, Bradon Howell's actions have directly and 
21 indirectly resulted in the attempted and ongoing attempt of the theft of the Nickersons ranch and 
22 all investments, equity and way of life being threatened and lost therein. 
23 386. The inequitable and unconscionable sale and this pending foreclosure without 
24 insuring the accuracy of the. information, as was his and their rightful duty, was and is a wrongful 
25 foreclosure with far reaching implications for and against the Nickersons and their heirs. 
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387. Bradon Howell, in part and in whole, by his actions and inactions 1) intentionally, 
2 willfully and maliciously facilitated and assisted with a non-judicial foreclosure when he knew 
3 and believed it was illegal (in violation of LC. § 45-1502, over forty (40) acres, forged interest, 
4 inaccurate records, fraudulent instruments and documentation, robosigned and invalid 
5 assignments, etc.); 2) intentionally, willfully and maliciously facilitated and assisted with the 
6 judicial foreclosure when he knew and believed it was fraudulent and there was evident fraud 
7 present (illegal, forged interest, inaccurate and manipulated assignments, etc.); 3) proceeded with 
8 performing his duties of pursuing the foreclosure when the alleged default was not researched, 
9 verified, was in fact inaccurate, and was in dispute; 4) clearly knew PHH was unaware of any 
Io payments made or not made to Chase yet supports Just Law in falsely alleging a verified default 
11 amollllt; 5) acted as an accomplice to all crimes and other unlawful or improper actions 
12 contained in this complaint in its entirety because he disregarded evidence, forsook ail diligence 
13 and prohibited due process of law by ignoring, concealing and purporting knov,m to him lies, 
14 untruths, inaccuracies, errors, and omissions when they were repeatedly presented to the Court 
l5 and the Nickersons; 6) did nothing to prevent such deception by his actions or inactions 7) 
16 informed and reported such deceptions to third parties as being truthful and correct; 8) initiated 
17 and proceeded with assisting and facilitating a frivolous lawsuit when he knew it would create 
18 undue and severe hardship for and irreparable harm to the Nickersons; 9) claimed and acted 
19 under the alleged authority granting Just Law as Trustee when he knew the appointment was 
20 bogus and PHH did not have the authority, right or legal standing to appoint Just Law as Trustee; 
21 I 0) knew no Trustee could or would be appointed under a Mortgage which he dearly knew and 
22 was informed was the only instrument the Nickersons had agreed to; 11) failed to act fairly 
23 impartially or justly in all proceedings as required by the guidelines of the alleged Trustee status 
24 he was performing his duties under; 12) submitted, represented and based his facilitation of all 
25 proceedings on false and forged instruments; I 3) assisted, participated and helped Just Law 
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execute and file a fraudulent Notice of Default which constituted libel and slander; 14) assisted, 
2 participated and helped Just Law execute, and publish a fraudulent and slanderous Notice of 
3 Trustee Sale; 15) maliciously assisted, participated and helped Just Law serve the Nickersons by 
4 publication in lieu of contacting and serving the Nickersons or their counsel personally without 
5 legal jus1ification, cause or order; 16) violated his personal responsibilities and duties as an 
6 individual and in his official capacity, code of professional conduct, Idaho code, and human 
7 decency by serving, allowing and failing to stop the serving of such notice; 17) intentionally and 
8 maliciously deceived the Nickersons and other third parties prior to and throughout his 
9 involvement in these proceedings 18) subjected the Nickersons and empowered PHH to abuse, 
10 delay and distract the Nickersons, these proceedings, justice being served, relief being granted, 
11 and resolutions being sought and found; 19) subjected the Nickersons to substantial, significant 
12 and severe trauma and damages by knowingly, willfully, unlawfully and falsely claiming, 
13 presenting, and by his actions and inactions ensuring the Court, the Nickersons and other third 
14 parties, that PHH was the Note Holder, had beneficial interest and had legal standing to bring 
15 ibis complaint; 20) purported the rights and falsified interest of PHH to attack the Nickersons 
16 and foreclose on the Nickerson's property; 21) assisted and facilitated an unlawful foreclosure o 
17 the Nickersons property with a known to him forged fraudulent, unlawful, adhesive and 
18 unconscionable Deed of Trust LC. § 45-1502; 22) intimidated and threatened the Nickersons 
19 with various statements, admissions and misrepresented facts; 23) operated as the face, mouth, 
20 representative and agent of Just Law for countless false, misleading, and contradictory 
21 statements; and 24) harassed, intimidated and abused the Nickersons by the personal omission, 
22 commission and facilitation of all such acts as contained in this complaint in its entirety; and 25) 
23 any such other and further actions and conduct to be discovered by the Nickersons. 
24 
25 
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388. Bradon Howell talked to the Nickersons. He knew the truth. He heard the pain. 
2 He saw the lies. He made a personal, intentional and conscious choice to rob, kill and destroy the 
3 Nickersons and their way of llfe. 
4 389. As a result, and in order for justice to be served, and to discourage such 
5 unconscionable behavior, conspiracies and alliances in the future, and to demonstrate to Bradon 
6 Howell personally, and to others working in official capacities in the legal profession in the State 
7 of Idaho, that a victim ofldaho can fight and win against criminal, unfair, unjust and evil actions 
8 of any person or entity no matter how large, arrogant or powerful they are, Bradon Howell 
9 should be held personally, professionally, individually, and jointly responsible and liable for any 
10 and all damages, losses and injuries, in part and in whole, as described in this complaint in its 
I l entirety, that have been and are being suffered by the Nickersons. 
12 TAMMIE HARRIS 
13 390. As a result of Tammie Harris' direct and indirect actions, behaviors, negligence, 
14 and failures in fulfilling her legal, ethical and moral responsibilities, obligations and duties, the 
15 Nickersons have suffered severe and ongoing emotional and monetary damages and abuse in an 
16 amount to be proven at trial. 
17 391. Tammie Harris' criminal silence and concealment of evidence did, has and is 
18 continuing to allow, empower, conspire with and aid and abet the unlawful, abusive, predatory 
!9 and ongoing actions of Just Law, PHH, Chase and the other principals. 
20 392. Tammie Harris' personal and professional failures to offer, exhibit and provide 
21 general duty of care, proper due diligence, common and human decency, ethical business 
22 practices, contractually obligated responsibilities, fair and truthful dealings, professional 
23 competence, and appropriate regard for federal, state, local and common laws that govern such 
24 duties 1) demonstrates a blatant and total disregard for the soberness of her actions, 2) implicates 
25 
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her as a premeditated accomplice and co-conspirator to well schemed mortgage terrorism, and 3) 
2 solidifies her involvement and complete alignment with the illegal acts being committed. 
3 393. By not simply and critically verifying the authenticity and legality of all 
4 documentation and information, her actions have directly and indirectly resulted in the attempted 
5 and ongoing attempt of the theft of the Nickerson ranch and all investment, equity and way of 
6 life being threatened therein. 
7 394. The inequitable and unconscionable sale she frivolously and flippantly scheduled 
8 and signed off on without insuring the accuracy of the information, as \vas her rightful duty, was 
9 a wrongful foreclosure \v:ith far reaching implications for and against the Nickersons and their 
10 heirs, not a common and mutually agreed upon transfer of ownership. 
11 395. As a result, and in order to discourage such behavior in the future, she should be 
12 held personally, professionally, individually, and jointly responsible for any and all damages, in 
13 part, and in whole, as described in this complaint in its entirety, suffered by the Nickersons. 
14 Count 2 - ·wrongful foreclosure -PIDI and Just Law 
15 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
16 Third Party Defendants Just Law, Charles C. Just and Kipp L. Manwaring 
17 396. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
18 its entirety in this cause of action. 
19 397. After being thwarted in their attempt to wrongfully and illegally foreclose non-
20 judicially, PHH and Just Law purposefully continued to attempt to illegally, fraudulently and 
21 'WTongfully foreclose judicially. 
22 398. It is PHH's and Kipp L Manwaring's express intent to "\vTongfully foreclose on 
23 the Nickersons no matter what. PHH does not hold the Note or Mortgage. In response to a QWR, 
24 Chase states they hold the Note and are the investor on the loan (Exhibit 1). It is unthinkable that 
25 
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1 PHH and Just Law knowing they do not have standing to even pursue this foreclosure action 
2 would purposefully, intentionally, and maliciously wrongfully foreclose. It is unconscionable. 
3 399. As stated before, the Nickersons disputed the alleged default and provided proof 
4 of payments, other errors, inaccuracies and inconsistencies to PHH, but PHH intentionally 
5 blocked all efforts of the Nickersons to resolve the disputed default and then fraudulently crafted 
6 documents and assignments, so they could allege ownership and beneficial interest in the 
7 Nickersons Note and Mortgage. 
8 400. PHH withheld evidence and forced the depositions of the Nickersons. PHH did 
9 not provide answers to the Nickersons discovery requests until after the Nickersons depositions 
Io were completed so that the Nickersons could not reference those documents during the 














401. During the depositions, Kipp L. Manwaring acted very abusive and tried to 
intimidate the Nickersons. Mr. Manwaring especiaUy tried to intimidate and antagonize Donna 
Nickerson during her deposition by displaying an extremely dramatized joker face, wearing his 
hair in an extremely ruffled manner, unlike his apparent norm.al style, presumably to look like 
someone else, staring intensely at her in an intrusive way, and continuing to push her to answer 
questions that would not lead to admissible evidence. He was also very disruptive during Chase' 
questioning. When one of the Nickersons said no or would decline to answer an irrelevant 
question, he would dramatically shake his head yes, mouth you have to, and make other 
antagonizing and intimidating statements. Mr. Manwaring's behavior was out ofline, immature 
and unprofessional. John Mitchell said Mr. Manwaring was an "asshole", and that he did not 
understand what Mr. Manwaring was up to and that Mr. Manwaring was not trying to hear the 
Nickersons story, secure any admissible evidence or work with the Nickersons in any way so he 
was going to stop the depositions. At the close of the depositions, Mr. Manwaring arrogantly and 
in an intimidating way told the Nickersons they did not have a case. At this point, it was c.Jear to 
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the Nickersons that Mr. Manwaring was personally and intentionally driving this case in an 
2 effort to cause as much harm to the Nickersons as possible. In addition, Mr. Manwaring, in 
3 violation ofldaho Rules of Civil Proce<lure -30(e), 30(f)(3) and 32(d)(4)- submitted the 
p.96 
4 depositions as a part of PHH's motion for summary judgment. Specifically, he did not allow the 
5 Nickersons the opportunity to review or challenge the depositions, which the >Jickersons were 
6 told were of no effect because of all of the circumstances surrounding them, for authenticity, 
7 changes and signing, did not file a notice \'Vlth the Court that the depositions were complete and 
8 delivered to the appropriate parties, and the copy provided by Chase is not even signed by the 
9 transcriber. Mr. Ivianwaring wanted to rush into the summary judgment process in hopes he 
10 could suppress enough evidence that the Court would rule in his favor and he could be unjustly 
11 benefited thereby. Chase apparently conspired with him in hopes of ending this action and 
12 forever concealing their criminal activities associated with the Nickerson's account. Fortunately, 
13 the Court accurately found there were genuine issues of material fact as to whether the 
14 Nickersons were in default in January and February 2010 and did not grant summary judgment 
15 for foreclosure. 
16 402. Mr. Manwaring had PHH craft an illustrative loan history in an attempt to prove 
17 default, however, this loan history was incomplete and only cast more doubt on the alleged 
l 8 default and the affidavit submitted was fraudulently notarized. There is a notary stamp on the 
19 affidavit, but no notary signature (Exhibit 28). "A false notarization is a crime and undermines 
20 the integrity of our institutions upon which all must rely upon the faithful fulfillment of the 
21 notary's oath." Klem v. Washington Mut. Bank, 295 P.3d 1179, 176 Wash. 2d 771 (2013). Mr. 
22 Manwaring, in his efforts to fraudulently foreclose, commits more fraud. As the record and the 
23 Nickersons have clearly demonstrated, virtually every document, assertion, and communication 
24 with PHH and Mr. Manwaring contains inaccurate and contradictory content and is wrought wit 
25 fraud. 
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403. PHH's, Just Law's and Mr. Manwaring's actions in prosecuting this intentionally 
2 fraudulent foreclosure are extreme and outrageous and they should be punished accordingly. 
3 404. Wrongful Foreclosure is the direct, deliberate, fraudulent, intentional, outrageous, 
4 reckless, unconscionable, unlawful and unconstitutional attempt of the Bank to rob, steal and 
5 destroy the life, liberty, happiness, and property of innocent homeowners. In every sense of this 
6 definition, the forec1osure attempts on the Nickersons property are Wrongful Foreclosures. 
7 405. PHH, Chase, Just Law, Kipp Manwaring, Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Bradon 
8 Howell, Tammie Harris, Moffatt Thomas, Jon Stenquist, and their accomplices have prosecuted 
9 their claim for this \.\Tongful judicial foreclosure knowing PHH was not, is not, and apparently 
10 never has been the Kote holder, Note owner, nor investor Ln the Nickersons property. 
11 406. PHH has never and does not now ov.n or possess the Nickersons Note or rights to 
12 their Note. 
13 407. As a result ofthis wrongful foreclosure attempt, these parties and their, as of yet, 
14 other unnamed accomplices, have not only inflicted extreme emotional distress, but have 
15 willingly, knowingly, maliciously and intentionaJly caused severe financial hardship and far 
16 reaching damages to the Nickerson family. 
17 408. These co-conspirators have breached any and all implied, written, established or 
18 express contracts that could or would possibly or plausibly exist between them and the 
19 Nickersons and this property. 
20 409. Their excessive and intentional negligence; miserable and categorical failure to 
21 ethically, morally and legally perform their duties and obligations and fulfill their respective 
22 oaths and codes; their complete disregard for local, state, federal, lending, mortgage, servicer, 
23 debt collection, common law guidelines and regulations; their unfair dealing with the 
24 Nickersons~ their facilitation of predatory lending, mortgage fraud and abusive debt collection 
25 practices; their deception and manipulation of the material and other facts in these proceedings; 
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their concealment of truth, documentation, and other such actions that could have stopped all 
2 damages and injuries described in this complaint in its entirety have robbed the Nickersons of 1) 
3 life; 2) liberty; 3) happiness; 4) established way oflife; 5) previous financial security; 6) benefits 
4 of home o-µ,nershi p; 7) years of strong and established perfect credit; 8) educational 
5 opportunities; 9) income; 10) presence, involvement with and participation in significant family 
6 gatherings such.as weddings, funerals, graduations, holidays and other monumental events; 11) 
7 assets, resources, investments and opportunities; 12) improvements; 13) wealth and the ability to 
s increase wealth; and 14) other such damages to be proven at trial. 
9 410. Their actions have terrorized virtually every area and aspect oflife, possessions, 
Jo opportunities, plans and dreams of the personal, professional and financial lives of the 
11 Nickersons and their family. Their actions have wreaked havoc on the Nickersons and their 
12 financial security in far reaching manners. The Nickersons have lived as hostages without cause 
13 for the greedy gain of PHH, Just Law and the other principals. Their damages are significant, 
14 substantial and extreme as described in this complaint in its entirety and in amounts to be proven 







SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Count 1 - LIBEL 
Against Counter Defendant PHH and 
Third Party Defendants Just Law, 
Charles C. Just, Bradon Howell and Jason R. Rammell 
411. Libel is the written printed publication of defamatory language. The statement 
22 must be false, must have caused hann and the statement was made without adequate research 
23 into the truthfulness of the statement. 
24 412. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
25 its entirety in this cause of action. 
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413. Just Law caused to be posted in the Clearwater County Tribune a Notice of 
2 Trustee's Sale which claims the Nickersons were in default for monthly payments beginning in 
3 January 2009. This information was false and clearly disputed with PHH. PHH failed to even 
4 attempt to research the default. The Nickersons had provided proof of payments made and 
s transactions that occurred which refuted this claim of default. Furthermore, Just Law knew PHH 
6 was not and is not the Note holder, Note owner, nor investor and therefore, publishing a Notice 
7 of Trustee's Sale was illegal and fraudulent and only intended to defame the Nickersons. 
8 414. This publication damaged and harmed the ).Tickersons reputation, created undue 
9 stress, breached their rights as homeowners and borrowers, and violated the safety and security 
10 of their ranch. PHH through Just Law has since admitted to committing libel by wrongfully 
11 posting a refuted and proven wrong default amount. The posted default amount was false, 
12 inaccurate, and escalated the impact and intensity of the damages, injuries and losses suffered by 
13 the Nickersons. 
14 415. Just Law knew what they were posting was vvrong and illegal, but maliciously 
!5 chose to do it anyway. Just Law and PHH had been informed by the Nickersons they did not 
16 execute a Deed of Trust nor could there be a Deed of Trust or Trustee on the Nickersons fifty 
17 (50) acre property. They admitted and agreed the Nickersons were right. Therefore, pursuing a 
ts Trustee sale was fraudulently, negligently and maliciously intended to swindle the Nickersons 
19 out of their ranch and due process oflaw. The Nickersons have invested a great deal of monetary 
20 and other resources in this property and have more than earned and deserve their opportunity to 
21 judicially defend their interests in it. Further, Just Law should not be allowed to unjustly enrich 
22 themselves, as Brad.on Howell and Jason Rammell stated they were going to do, without.proving 
23 they have any interest, presenting an accurate and reliable default, and showing how they (with 
24 no ownership) could have been possibly or plausibly injured as a result. Kone of these 
25 requirements have been met or demonstrated by evidence submitted to the Court. All the 
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evidence presented by Just Law has proven fraud, provided contradictory statements and 
2 supported the Nickersons assertions. Just Law may yet prove to be the Nickersons best witness i 
3 these proceedings. Further, the Xickersons assert, allege, claim, contend, state and any other such 
4 communications appropriate in order to be heard by this Court that if Just Law and their client 
5 were required to actually provide discovery and other regulatory required records, this Court 
6 would have NO OPTIO~ but to sanction, hold them in contempt and send the principals to jail. 
7 416. Just Law's commission of libel has damaged the Nickersons in an amount to be 
B proven at trial. 
9 SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
10 UNJUST ENRICHMEl\T 
11 417. '"In order to establish the prima facie case for unjust enrichment, the plaintiff 
12 must show that there was: (I) a benefit conferred upon the defendant by the plaintiff; (2) 
13 appreciation by the defendant of such benefit; and (3) acceptance of the benefit under 
14 circumstances that would be inequitable for the defendant to retain the benefit without payment 
15 to the plaintiff of the value thereof. Idaho Lumber, Inc. v. Buck, 109 Idaho 737, 745, 710 P.2d 
16 647,655 (Ct. App. 1985)." Curtis v. Becker, 130 Idaho 378, 941 P.2d 350, (Ct. App. 1997). 
17 Count 1- Unjust Enrichment- Chase 
18 Against Third Party Defendant Chase 
19 418. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
20 its entirety in this Cause of action. 
21 419. Chase purchased forced placed homeowners insurance for $2,870 in November o 
22 2009 using escrow funds after acknowledging the Kickersons provided proof of insurance. This 
23 coverage was subsequently cancelJed upon transfer of servicing to PHH with an effective date of 
24 the date of purchase. Chase did not refund the insurance premiums they withdrew from the 
25 Nickersons escrow account, and therefore, gained the benefit thereby. The Nickersons can fill th 
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records with evidence regarding the purchasing and canceling of insurance. This is but one of 
2 numerous, almost monthly examples of how Chase was intentionally embezzling and causing 
3 injury to the Nickersons account. 
4 420. Chase refused to cancel PMI after Nickersons provided proof that all of the PMI 
5 cancellation requirements had been met. Chase used monies from escrow in order to continue 
6 PMI and gain the benefit thereby. 
7 421. The final balance on Chase's detailed transaction history (Exhibit 18) of the 
8 Nickersons account shows a balance of$-l,186.90 which demonstrates Chase owes the 
9 NickerS<Jns a refund of $1, l 86. 90. Chase kept this refund and did not credit this money to the 
10 Nickersons account nor refund it to the Nickersons. Chase was unjustly enriched by keeping this 
11 money. 
12 422. There are other monies missing from the Nickersons escrow account and payment 
13 transactions and monies for taxes were not used to pay taxes. 
14 423. Chase has been unjustly enriched by the above actions and the Nickersons have 
l5 been damaged in an amount to be proven at trial. 
16 Count 2 - Unjust Enrichment - PHH, Coldwell and Just Law 
17 Against Counter Defendant PHH and 
18 Third Party Defendants Coldwell and Just Law 
19 424. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 





425. Coldwell required the Nickersons to obtain PMI insurance and would not cancel i 
when the Nickersons had met the requirements for cancellation. PHH has been unjustly emiched 
by not allowing the Nickersons to cancel PMI and by the Kickersons purchase of PMI. (See this 
article from the Consumer Finance Protection Bureau about how PHH has and continues to 
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unjustly enrich themselves: CFPB Takes Action Against PHH Corporation for Mortgage 
2 Insurance Kickbacks, Exhibit 33) 
p.102 
3 426. Since the time PHH allegedly obtained servicing of the Nickersons account until 
4 now, they have continued to purchase and maintain forced placed homeowners insurance 
5 purchased at exorbitant rates knowing the Nickersons have been insured all along. 
6 427. PHH and Just Law have relentlessly, v.Tongfully, and fraudulently pursued 
7 foreclosure in order to steal the :\'"ickersons equity in their property and thereby become unjustly 
8 enriched. 
9 428. PHH and Just Law have relentlessly, wrongfully and fraudulently pursued 
10 foreclosure and have been unjustly enriched by unnecessary property inspection fees and costs, 
11 attorney's fees and costs, continually accruing unpaid interest and other fees tacked onto the 
12 Nic.kersons overall indebtedness. 
13 429. PHH and Just Law have been unjustly enriched by the above actions and the 
14 Nickersons have been damaged in an amount to be proven at trial. 
15 EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
16 Count 1 -VIOLATION OF RESPA 
17 Violation of 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e) - Failure to Respond to 
Jg Qualified Written Request - Q\\-'R 
19 Against Counter-Defendant PHH 
20 430. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
21 its entirety in this cause of action. 
22 431. The Nickersons loan, according to RESP A, is a "'federally related mortgage loan" 
23 because the loan was given as security on residential real property and was intentionally created 
24 by the lender for the purpose of selling to Fannie Mae, and according to Coldwell, PHH and 
25 Fannie Mae, was sold to Fannie Mae (Exhibit 10). 12 U.S.C. § 2602(1). 
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432. Nickersons sent QWRs to PHH and Pursuant to 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2), PHH had 
2 twenty (20) days to acknowledge receipt of the QWR and sixty (60) days to respond to the 
3 QWR. 
4 433. The QWRs stated the Nickersons names and account number and were 
5 anticipated by PHH because of prior phone conversations with the Nickersons. These QWRs 
6 provided proof of payment history, account errors, and other transaction inaccuracies to dispute 
7 PHH's alleged default. 
s 434. PHH violated RESP A because 1) PHH failed to provide v.Titten responses 
9 acknowledging receipt of the Q\VRs v.ithin 20 days of the receipt of the request, and 2) PHH 
10 failed to respond to the Q'vVRs-RESPA 12 U.S.C. § 2605(e)(2)(B) ·•after conducting an 
11 investigation, provide the borrower with a ,witten explanation or clarification," and 3) PHH 
12 failed to make the appropriate corrections to Nickersons account in response to these QWRs, and 
13 or investigate or explain why it would not or could not do so. 
14 435. Upon information and belief, PHH has violated RESPA, 12 U.S.C. § 2605(eX3), 
15 by providing information to consumer reporting agencies regarding overdue payments allegedly 









436. As a result of PHH's violations of RESP A, the Nickersons have unnecessarily and 
incomprehensively suffered significant, substantial and extensive damages, injuries and losses. If 
PHH had, as contractually, ethically and morally obligated to do, investigated the Nickersons 
dispute and refuting of the default, and acknowledged the truth that the payments had been made, 
that there were major problems with the loan documents, account history and servicing, then 
PHH would have been more willing to work with the :'.\lickersons in order to find resolution. 
However, because PHH did not research the issues and instead decided to foreclose no mater 
what, even knowing PHH and Just Law were \Vrong, and when they did not even own the Note, 
the resulting damage to the Nickersons has been catastrophic. The damages are so 
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comprehensive and widespread that they, in order for justice to be served, should be viewed in 
2 conjunction with all other damages as contained in this complaint in its entirety. PHH's refusal t 
3 acknowledge and answer these QWRs, among other violations, validates the ~ickersons claims 
4 that PHH intentionally, fraudulently, and maliciously attempted to foreclose on the Nickersons 
5 which creates an incalculable dollar amount of damages. 
5 437. The Nickersons have been severely damaged by PHH's violations ofRESPA in 
7 an amount to be proven at trial. 
8 NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
9 Count 1- VIOLATION OF TRUTH IN LENDING ACT 
IO Violation of 15 U.S.C. § 1641(g) - Failure to provide Notice of New Creditor 
l I Against Counter-Defendant PHH 
]2 438. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
13 its entirety in this cause of action. 
14 439. PHH alleges they are the owners and holders of the Note. However, PIIB never 
15 provided to the Nickersons a Notice of New Creditor pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 164l(g). 
16 440. As a result of PHH's violation of 15 U.S.C. § I64l(g), the Nickersons were 
17 provided with no avenue to dispute the alleged default, reinstate the loan, find any resolution or 
18 realize the protections and benefits of the Truth in Lending Act. 
l9 441. The Kickersons have consequently suffered significant, substantial and extreme 
20 financial and emotional damages, injuries and hardships, as described in this cause of action and 
21 in conjunction with this complaint in its entirety. 
22 442. PHH's representatives told and informed the Nickersons they were in default, and 
23 therefore they could not and would not accept any payments. 
24 443. The Nickersons disputed, challenged and proved \vrong the inaccurate, invalid 
25 and grossly untrue and unreliable blackmail fees being demanded. 
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444. However, when asked to show any records to validate and prove the existence of 
2 any default, PHH's representatives told and informed the Nickersons they did not have access to 
3 or possession of the account history or any other account records so they could not verify the 
4 amount of default, how it was calculated, prove its validity or accuracy, etc. 
5 445. PHH instructed the Nickersons to contact Chase with any and all questions, even 
6 though Chase repeatedly told and informed the Kickersons all records were transferred to PHH. 
7 446. PHH refused to research the conflict and dispute, refused to accept regular 
8 periodic payments v.fole the default was researched, and thereby intentionally blocked the 
9 Nickersons efforts to resolve the dispute. 
10 447. As a direct result of not providing the Notice of New Creditor, which should have 
11 contained instructions on how to dispute any errors, the Nickersons efforts at resolution were 
12 recklessly and intentionally thwarted by PHH ultimately resulting in the current action and 
13 severe monetary and emotional damages to the Nickersons in an amount to be proven at trial. 
14 TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
15 VIOLATIONS OF FAIR DEBT COLLECTION PRACTICES ACT 
16 448. 15 U.S.C. § 1692. Congressional findings and declaration of purpose. ( a) 
17 Abusi\'e practices. "There is abundant evidence of the use of abusive, deceptive, and unfair debt 
18 collection practices by many debt collectors. Abusive debt collection practices contribute to the 
19 number of personal bankruptcies. to marital instability, to the loss of jobs, and to invasions of 
20 individual privacy." 
21 449. The U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit has stated, "we hold that 
22 mortgage foreclosure is debt collection under the act." Glazer v. Chase Horne Fin., et al. 704 F. 
23 3d 453 (6th Cir. 2013). Additionally, servicers who obtain a debt that is in default or they believe 
24 to be in default are "debt collectors" under the act. Also, "Lawyers who meet the general 
25 definition of a "debt collector" must comply with the FDCPA when engaged in mongage 
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foreclosure. And a lawyer can satisfy that definition if his principal business purpose is mortgage 
2 foreclosure or if he "regularly" performs this function." Glazer, Id. The United States Supreme 
3 Court has also held that attorneys who regularly use litigation to collect debts are "debt 
4 collectors" under the act. Heintz et al v. Jenkins, 514 U.S. 291 (1995). Just Law's website touts 
5 the slogan "Devoted to the special needs of the Mortgage Banking Industry" and the Idaho Law 
6 Summary page provides a synopsis of the laws regarding mortgage foreclosures in Idaho. PHH 
7 allegedly obtained servicing of the Nickerson.s loan while it was allegedly in default. Therefore, 
8 PHH and Just Law are considered "debt collectors". 
9 Count 1 - Violation of 15 U.S.C. § 1692g(a)-Notice of debt; contents 
10 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
11 Third Party Defendant Just Law 
12 450. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
13 its entirety in this cause of action. 
14 451. PHH alleges the Nickersons are in default, and therefore, PHH was required by 15 
15 U.S.C. § 1692g(a) that within 5 days of the initial communication with the Nickersons they must 
16 provide a notice of the debt which includes the amount of debt, the name of the creditor and the 
17 provisions for disputing the debt. 
18 452. PHH did not provide the Nickersons with a notice of debt pursuant to 15 U. S.C. § 
19 1692g(a). 
20 453. Just Law began debt collection activities against the Kickersons in June of 2010. 
21 As a debt collector, Just Law was required by 15 U.S.C. § 1692g(a) that within 5 days of the 
22 initial communication with the Nickersons they must provide a notice of the debt which includes 
23 the amount of debt, the name of the creditor and the provisions for disputing the debt. 
24 454. Just Law did not provide the Nickersons with a notice of debt pursuant to 15 
25 U.S.C. § 1692g(a). 
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455. As a result of PHH's and their accomplices violations of the Fair Debt Collections 
2 Practices Act, the Nickersons were provided \.\rith no avenue to dispute the alleged default, 
3 reinstate the loan, find any resolution, or realize any of the protections and benefits of the act. 
4 456. The Nickersons have consequently suffered significant and extreme financial and 
5 emotional damages, injuries, and hardships as described in this cause of action and in 
6 conjunction with this complaint in its entirety. 
7 457. PHH's representatives told the Nickersons because their records showed they 
8 were in default, they could not and would not accept any payments. 
9 458. However, when asked to show any records to validate and prove the existence of 
lo default, PHH's representatives told the Nickersons they did not have access to or possession of 
11 the account history or any other accotmt records so they could not verify the amount of default, 
12 where it came from, how it was calculated, whether it was accurate, establish or defend its 
13 validity, or offer any other factual information that any reasonable person should, could or would 
14 consider reliable, viable or contractually binding. 
15 459. The Nickersons requests that PHH demonstrate the basis of the default was 
16 reasonable, prudent, fair and their contractual right, especially when the Nickersons knew PHH 
17 could not show or prove the default, because there was and is no default caused or created by the 
18 actions or inactions of the Nickersons. 
19 460. Any default that existed or exists on the Nickerson account is due to the direct and 
20 indirect actions of Chase and PHH, not the Nickersons. 
21 461. PHH and the other principals maliciously fabricated the alleged default in order to 
22 refuse payments, wrongfully foreclose on the Nickersons property, hide the criminal activities 
23 associated with it and steal the substantial equity the Xickersons have established in the property. 
24 462. The alleged default is and has always been rooted in lies, deception, fraudulent 
25 c-harges, inaccurate accounting, reckless record keeping and manipulated records. 
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463. The Nickersons repeatedly asked PHH if they could continue making the regular 
2 monthly payments while PHH researched the alleged default because the Nickersons knew a 
3 legitimate research of the Chase accoun1 records would show and reveal they were current and in 
4 good standing as of January 2010. PHH refused. 
5 464. Rather, PHH instructed the Nickersons to contact Chase with any and all 
6 questions about the account, even though the Nickersons told PHH that Chase had and was 
7 repeatedly telling the Nickersons all records were transferred to PHH. Because PHH refused to 
8 research the conflict and dispute, refused to accept regular periodic payments while the default 
9 was researched, and refused to provide proper notification and information to the Nickersons, 
IO PHH intentionally blocked all the Nickersons efforts to resolve the dispute, reinstate their loan 
11 and stop the financial nightmare that has now lasted for years. 
12 465. As a direct result of not providing the Notice of Debt which should have 
13 contained instructions on how to dispute any errors and would have obligated the true and 
14 correct lender to address and correct those, the Nickersons efforts at resolution and rightful 
15 abilities to stop this wrongful foreclosure were recklessly and intentionally thwarted by PHH, 
16 ultimately resulting in the current action and all the severe and extensive monetary and emotion 
17 damages suffered as described in this complaint in its entirety, and in an amount to be proven at 
18 trial 
19 Count 2 - Violation of 15 U.S.C. § 1692f(6)(C) - Unfair Practices 
20 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
21 Third Party Defendants Just Law, Charles C. Just and Jason R. RammeJI 
22 466. As set forth herein above, the above named Counter and Third Party Defendants 
23 initiated and attempted a known to them illegal non-judicial foreclosure which is in violation of 
24 15 U.S.C. § 1692f(6)(C) which prohibits "(6) Taking or threatening to take any nonjudicial 
25 
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action to effect dispossession or disablement of property if. .. (C) the property is exempt by law 
2 from such dispossession or disablement." 
3 467. This action was intentional, willful and malicious without legal justification, 
4 provocation or excuse. This ignited an explosive series of injuries to the Nickersons emotionally, 
5 mentally, physically, professionally and financially. 
6 468. The Nickersons were forced to expend enormous time, energy and comprehensive 
7 resources to fight these proceedings and pending fraudulent foreclosure. They suffered loss of 
8 benefits, enjoyment and usability of the property; higher interest rates; inability to sell ranch and 
9 realize equity; increased operating expenses; restricted educational pursuits; defamation of 
10 personal, professional and financial reputations; damaged careers; financial discrimination; loss 
11 of long standing credit lines; irreparable damage to perfect credit history; significant stress-
12 induced health loss; and more. 
13 469. As a result of Just Law's violation of 1 S U.S.C. § 1692f(6)(C), 1\ickersons have 
14 suffered significant and substantial damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
15 Count 3- Violation of 15 U.S.C. § 1692b(6) and 15 U.S.C. § 1692c(b)- Communications 
16 Against Third Party Defendants Just Law, 
17 Brandon Howell and Jason R. Ramm ell 
18 470. 15 U.S.C. § 1692b(6) states, "after the debt collector knows the consumer is 
19 represented by an attorney with regard to the subject debt and has knowledge of, or can readily 
20 ascertain, such attorney's name and address, not communicate ·with any person other than that 
21 attorney, unless the attorney fails to respond \Nithin a reasonable period of time to 
22 communication from the debt collector." 
23 471. 15 U.S.C. § 1692c(b) states, "Except as provided in section 1692b of this title, 
24 without the prior consent of the consumer given directly to the debt collector, ... a debt collector 
25 may not communicate, in connection with the collection of any debt, with any person other than 
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1 the consumer, his attorney, a consumer reporting agency if otherwise permitted by law, the 
2 creditor, the attorney of the creditor, or the attorney of the debt collector.'~ 
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3 472. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
4 its entirety in this cause of action. 
5 473. Bradon Ho\.vell of Just Law, acting personally and on behalf of Just Law under 
6 the guise of a debt collector and alleged Trustee, inappropriately, improperly, unlawfully and 
7 frequently contacted, initiated communication, pursued dialogue, and sent regular unsolicited 
8 and inappropriate updates and inquires to Wells Fargo. 
9 474. Bradon Ho\.vell's communications violated the Nickersons right to privacy, 
10 threatened the Nickersons identity, fostered distrust, amplified concerns, damaged the 
11 Nickersons relationship with Wells Fargo, wasted time and resources, and infringed on the 
12 Nickersons rights under the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act and other such laws and 
13 guidelines designed to prevent predatory lending, unfair and deceptive debt collection practices. 
14 475. Bradon Howell's communications falsely and maliciously informed Wells Fargo 
15 the Nickersons had abandoned the property, which created obvious and particular alarm for 
L6 Wells Fargo, indicated the foreclosure was going through without issue, stated a settlement had 
17 been reached, when no settlement or mediation discussions had even been scheduled or taken 
18 place, and offered more such lies with no factual basis whatsoever. 
[9 4 76. Bradon Howell's communications were intentionally designed and willfu1ly 
20 provided to slander, harm, break down, weaken, and destroy the Nickersons long standing 
21 relationship with Wells Fargo. 
22 4 77. Wells Fargo ex.presse.d support for the Nickersons in defending the foreclosure 
23 action and attempted to facilitate numerous resolutions including the purchase of the loan. Just 
24 Law and PHH refused. 
25 
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478. Wells Fargo told the Nickersons on multiple conference calls that the contact 
2 . from Bradon Howell was highly unusual, against fair debt collection practices and not solicited, 
3 welcomed or reciprocated in any way by Wells Fargo. 
4 479. In fact, Wells Fargo refused to provide Bradon Howell with any of the account 
5 information he requested other than to inform him the Nickersons were continuing to make their 
6 payments on the second (even though the law did not require it), and that Wells Fargo did not 
7 feel the pending foreclosure action was proper, appropriate or legally justified. 
& 480. Additionally, Jason R. Rammell, personally and acting in his official capacity, 
9 maliciously notified and communicated to the world at large of the Nickersons alleged debt and 
1 O the pending foreclosure by causing the Nickersons to be served by publication in the new"Spaper 
11 inStead of serving the Nickersons or the firm representing them personally. 
12 481. Jason R Rammell, personally and acting in his official capacity, violated 
13 professional conduct, Idaho code and his attorney's oath by filing the service by publication 
14 without cause or order. I.C. § 5-508. 
15 482. Jason R. Rammell, personally and acting in his official capacity, thereby 
16 intentionally s]andered the Nickersons and their reputation, with communication to the world at 
17 Large, by not verifying the factual basis of the alleged default, not using due diligence to verify 
I 8 his client had beneficial interest in the property, failing to research the concerns and allegations 
19 presented by the Nickersons and not providing the Nickersons with any opportunities of relief or 
20 resolution. 
21 483. Jason Rammell, Bradon Howell and Just Law filed a service by publication in the 
22 newspaper and communicated to the world at large, when they knew the Nickersons were not in 
23 the State ofidaho and would be most unlikely to see or gain knowledge of the service by 
24 publication. 
25 
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484. Jason Rammell, Bradon Howell and Just Law maliciously filed a service by 
2 publication and communicated to the world at large without legal justification or excuse when 
3 they knew doing so would most certainly cause, create and effect hardship, damages and injuries 
4 on the Nickersons. 
5 485. The Nickersons are in the process but have not completed their discovery so they 
6 cannot yet provide a fully comprehensive list of communications with other individuals, 
7 creditors, credit institutions, insurance agencies and specify what damages and degree of 
8 damages those communica1ions have caused. 
9 486. Just Law and those working on their behalf directly and indirectly caused and 
10 facilitated direct injury to the Nickersons reputation, financial relationships, ability to generate 
11 income, interest rates, account status, established way oflife, credit cards, and trust by 
12 negligently, recklessly, and unprofessionally communicating false, misleading and improper 
13 information to the Kickersons creditors and credit bureaus. 
14 487. Pursuant to the foregoing actions of Just Law, Just Law has violated 15 U .S.C. § 
15 1692b(6) and 15 U.S.C. § 1692c(b). 
16 488. As a result of Just Law's, Brandon Howell's and Jason R. Rammell's violation of 
17 15 U.S.C. § 1692b(6) and 15 U.S.C. § 1692c(b), Nickersons have suffered significant and 
18 substantial damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
19 Count 4- Violation of 15 U.S.C. §§ 1692e(2)(A) and 1692e(8) 
20 False or misleading representations 
21 Against Third Party Defendants Just Law, 
22 Charles C. Just, Bradon Howell, and Jason R. Rammell 
23 489. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
24 its entirety in this cause of action. 
25 
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490. As set forth herein above PHH, Just Law and the other principals, in part and as a 
2 whole, wrongfully, falsely, and illegally communicated with Wells Fargo giving status updates, 
3 statements, and other improper and unsolicited information regarding this foreclosure action. 
4 491. They specifically provided false, misleading and inaccurate information regarding 
5 the status of the proceedings, true condition of default, abandonment of the property, actions and 
6 inactions of the Nickersons, and other such discriminating information. 
7 492. They failed to in any way indicate the Nickersons disputed the default, had 
8 provided proof of errors and omissions, maintained they were current at the time PHH claimed 
9 default, or had exhibited heroic efforts trying to save the ranch and curtail all pending foreclosur 
10 actions. 
11 493. Bradon Howell's misrepresentations and frequent emails to Wells Fargo were 
12 defamatory, damaging and destructive to the Nickersons' relationship with Wells Fargo. 
13 494. Bradon Howell's misrepresentations served no reasonable, potential or plausible 
14 intent other than to break down the Nickerson's relationship with Wells Fargo and create further 
15 hardships. 
16 495. Even when informed of the inappropriateness of his actions, Bradon Howell 
17 persisted in providing false, misleading and inappropriate commuaications that were maliciously 
18 designed to alarm and cause distrust between Wells Fargo and the Nickersons. 
19 496. Bradon Howell maliciously told Wells Fargo the Nickersons had abandoned the 
20 property on multiple occasions. Obviously, this created grave concerns and would cause a 
21 conflict for Wells Fargo and their interests in the property. Wells Fargo challenged this lie after 
22 confronting the Nickersons for clarity, and Bradon Howell apparently backed dow-n and admitted 
23 the truth. 
24 
25 
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497. Bradon Howell falsely indicated a settlement had been reached when no dialogue 
2 between the principals had even taken place. Again, Wells Fargo confronted the Nickersons and 
3 Bradon Howell backed down after being challenged with the truth. 
4 498. These and the other complete fabrications and lies emailed to Wells Fargo by 
5 Bradon Howell, along with Wells Fargo's responses, were read to the Nickersons in conference 
6 calls. 
7 499. The Nickersons are in the process but have not completed their discovery so they 
8 cannot yet provide a fully comprehensive list of all other false and misleading representations 
9 made by the principals and specify what damages and the degree of damages these 
10 communications have caused with other individual entities, creditors, credit institutions, 
11 insurance agencies, etc. 
12 500. It was and is very apparent to the Nickersons that Just Law's intentions were and 
13 are to stop at nothing to destroy the Nickersons, their relationship with Wells Fargo, and their 
14 established way of life. 
15 501. PHH's, Just Law's, Charles Just's, Jason Rammell's, Bradon Howell's and all 
16 other individuals or entities acting on their behalf, false, negative and misleading representations, 
17 communications, direct and indirect actions caused significant, substantial, severe, excessive, 
I 8 adverse and extreme damages, losses, injuries and hardships to the Nickersons by straining and 
19 eventually successfully breaking down their personal, professional and financial relationships; 
20 damaging their reputation, financial security and way of life, thereby creating undue hardshlps, 
21 pain and suffering; violating their rights to fair dealing, debt collection and lending practices; 
22 circumventing all protections set in place to prevent predatory lending and abusive debt 
23 collections practices; and creating undue, unfounded and unnecessary personal, professional and 
24 financial stress and trauma. 
25 
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502. Pursuant to the foregoing actions of Just Law, Just Law has violated 15 U.S.C. §§ 
2 1692e(2)(A) and 1692e(8). 
3 503. As a result of Just Law's violation of 15 U.S.C. § § 1692e(2)(A) and 1692e(8), 
4 Nickersons have suffered damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
s ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
6 Count 1- VIOLATION OF I.C. § 18-3203 
7 Offering False or Forged Instrument for Record 
8 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
9 All Third Party Defendants 
10 504. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
11 its entirety in this cause of action. 
12 505. PHH and all third party defendants are in violation of LC.§ 18-3203 which make 
13 it a felony to knowingly offer a false or forged instrument to be filed or recorded, which, if 
14 genuine, might be filed or recorded under any law of this state. The false or forged documents 
I 5 that were knowingly filed by PHH and all third party defendants are as follows: 
16 a. Deed of Trust - Instrument #190568 
I 7 b. Assignment of Deed of Trust - Instrument #207 5 90 
18 c. Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note -Instrument #214459 
19 d. Appointment of Trustee - Instrument #214460 
2D e. Notice of Default-Instrument #214462 
21 506. As evidenced above and proven throughout this complaint all of the documents 
22 listed above are false- and/or forged. Therefore, the Nickersons request the Court take notice of 
23 these violations and respond appropriately. 
24 507. Nickersons have been criminally assaulted and significantly, substantially and 
25 severely damaged by the violations ofl.C. § 18-3203 as described and in conjunction with this 
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complaint in its entirety and in an amount to be proven at trial. These violations laid the 
2 foundation upon -vvhich these entire proceedings and all subsequent terror enjoined against the 
3 Nickersons have been based. 
4 T\VELFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
5 Count 1- VIOLATION OF I.C. § 48-603 UNFAIR METHODS AND PRACTICES 
6 Violation of I.C. § 48-603(17) - Engaging in any act or practice which is otherwise 
7 misleading, false, or deceptive to the consumer 
8 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
9 All Third Party Defendants 
10 508. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above as if set forth in 
11 its entirety in this cause of action. 
12 509. As set forth more fully herein above Counter-Defendant PHH and all Third Party 
13 Defendants have violated I.C. § 48-603(17) in one or more of the following ways: 
14 a. PHH and Just Law, et al, deceptively, wrongfully and fraudulently pursued a non-
15 judicial foreclosure knowing it was against the law. 
16 b. PHH is fraudulently pursuing this judicial foreclosure action knowing they do not 
17 hold or own the Note. See Exhibit 1. 
1 & c. At the closing table, Coldwell misled and deceptively coerced the Nickersons into 
19 falsely believing they were signing a Mortgage when it was Coldwell's intention 
20 to treat and sell the Mortgage as a Deed of Trust. 
21 d. Chase claims they are only the servicer of the mortgage during discovery in order 
22 to avoid answering questions, get the Nickersons claims dismissed and mislead 
23 the Nickersons and the court when, in fact, they currently claim to be the Note 
24 holder and investor. See Exhibits 1 and 9. 
25 
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e. Chase, PHH and Just Law worked in collusion with one another to craft 
fraudulent documents in order to misconstrue and falsely represent the chain of 
title. 
f. Coldwell recorded a wrongful and fraudulent Assignment of Deed of Trust. 
g. Chase, PHH and Just Law recorded an illegal, forged and fraudulent Assignment 
of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note. 
h. PHH executed and recorded an illegal, forged and fraudulent Appointment of 
Trustee. 
1. Just Law recorded an illegal, forged and fraudulent Notice of Default in order to 
initiate a fraudulent, wrongful and illegal non-judicial foreclosure. 
J. Just Law caused to be published in the local paper a defamatory, fraudulent and 
false Notice of Trustee's Sale. 
k. Just Law maliciously served the Nickersons by publication when they had already 
been in direct contact with the Nickersons and the firm representing them. 
l. Chase viciously, recklessly and intentionally threatened the Nickersons. 
m. Chase promised to throw the Nickersons, their children and their belongings out 
on the street if the Nickersons did not sign over the title to the property. 
n. PHH sent intention to foreclose letters to the Nickersons before PHH had any 
alleged legal rights to foreclose. 
o. Chase's Notice ofNew Creditor states the transfer is recorded in county records 
but nothing was recorded. 
p. Bradon Howell claimed Just Law had no liability in the illegal non-judicial 
foreclosure, that it would take enormous resources to fight them, and the 
Nickersons were going to lose anyway. 
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q. PHH presented an inaccurate and falsified default amount, and lied and was 
misleading in representing ownership and rights. 
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r. Ron Casperite misrepresented facts, default amount and truth to the Nickersons 
and the Court based on "personal knowledge" that he did not have. 
510. As a result of these violations ofl.C. § 48-603(17) the Nickersons have suffered a 
6 total and complete loss of their financial security and established way oflife. These violations, 
7 along with other associated criminal actions and breaches of contract, have precipitated and led 
g to serious and extreme financial hardships that have not only threatened the Nickersons 
9 ownership and investment in this property but all other assets and possessions of the Nickersons 
IO as well. Further, these actions have resulted in much injury, pain and suffering for the Nickerson 
1 l personally professionally and financially. Loss of sleep, rest, peace, trust, safety, security, 
12 income, emotional freedom, and financial stability have plagued the Nickersons during this 
13 irrational, unfounded and unnecessary battle to save this property. The blatant misrepresentations 
14 and deceptive presentations by the principals has caused confusion, negated the Nickersons 
15 property rights, created delays, prevented performance, prohibited reinstatement, destroyed 
16 credit, held resources hostage, depleted income, messed up reputations, stolen time and robbed 
17 life. 
18 511. As a result of these violations ofl.C. § 48-603(17), the Nickersons have suffered 
19 damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
20 THIRTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
21 RECKLESS RECORD KEEPING 
22 512. Chase and PHH should have, at a minimum, kept records in accordance with 12 
23 C.F.R. § 1024.38. General servicing policies, procedures, and requirements. "(a) Reasonab]e 
24 policies and procedures. A servicer shall maintain policies and procedures that are reasonably 
25 designed to achieve the objectives set forth in paragraph (b) of this section. (b) Objectives. (1) 
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Accessing and providing timely and accurate information. The policies and procedures required 
2 by paragraph (a) of this section shall be reasonably designed to ensure that the servicer can: (i) 
3 Provide accurate and timely disclosures to a borrower as required by this subpart or other 
4 applicable law; (ii) lnvestigate, respond to, and, as appropriate, make corrections in response to 
5 complaints asserted by a borrower; (iii) Provide a borrower with accurate and timely information 
6 and documents in response to the borrower's requests for information with respect to the 
7 borrower's mortgage loan; (iv) Provide owners or assignees of mortgage loans "vith accurate and 
8 current information and documents about all mortgage loans they ovvn; (v) Submit documents or 
9 filings required for a foreclosure process, including documents or filings required by a court of 
10 competent jurisdiction, that reflect accurate and current information and that comply with 
11 applicable law." Chase and PHH can not and have not demonstrated they have maintained 
12 "accurate and timely" information and documentation regarding the Nickersons account. 
13 513. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
14 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
15 Count 1-PHH does not hold the ~ote 
16 Against Counter-Defendant PHH 
17 514. PHH did not and does not hold, own nor have beneficial interest in the Nickersons 
18 Note and Mortgage because Chase claims they have currently and have had the Note and 
19 Mortgage since December 3, 2009. See Exhibits 1 and 9. Due to the fact PHH's record keeping 
20 is so poor that it cannot even be trusted to determine the Note holder or existence of a verified 
21 default which are the very basis for establishing standing in a foreclosure suit, none of PHH's 
22 records, documents or statements can reasonably be trusted. 
23 Count 2 - PHH's accounting is inacrurate 
24 Against Counter-Defendant PHH 
25 
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515. PHH has claimed differing default amounts and has not credited all payments 
2 made by the Nickersons. In fact, when the Nickersons disputed the default claimed by PHH~ 
3 PHH claimed they did not have any account records from Chase and PHH stated, .. PHH is 
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4 unaware of any payments made or not made by the Nickersons to Chase." PHH's accounting 
5 records are inaccurate and non-existent, and therefore, cannot be trusted or relied upon. 
6 Count 3 - Chase's record keeping is inaccurate 
7 Against Third Party Defendant Chase 
8 516. Chase's account records are inaccurate 1 ) the closing account balance reflected on 
9 the detailed transaction history is $-1,186.90, 2) the escrow statements reflect a different account 
1 O balance than what is presented in the detailed transaction history, 3) the escrow statements 
11 themselves have discrepancies in excess of $5,000, and 4) the detailed transaction history does 
12 not reflect all of the payments made by the Nickersons. 
13 5 J 7. Chase's records regarding hazard insurance are inaccurate. Chase sent numerous 
14 conflicting letters regarding insurance. One recent example is after acknowledging the 
15 Nickersons had hazard insurance, they proceeded with force placing insurance on the Nickersons 
16 and withdrew $2,870 from the Nickersons· escrow account to purchase the insurance. Shortly 
17 after the :purchase of the insurance, the account was allegedly transferred to PHH and the 
18 insurance Chase purchased was canceled with an effective date of the date of purchase and all 
19 monies were refunded to Chase. However, Chase did not refund this money to the Kickersons 
20 nor credit it to their account. 
21 518. Chase recklessly mishandled the Nickersons account records, thereby contributing 
22 to and causing substantial hardship for the Nickersons. Cha-;e's inadequacies, deceptiveness, 
23 misrepresentations and fraudulent actions have damaged the Nickersons in long lasting and far 
24 reaching ways. 
25 
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519. Chase's and PHH's intentional manipulation of transactions and inaccurate record 
2 keeping practices is and should be prosecuted as criminal and inhumane. 
3 520. Falsifying documents, double billing monthly charges, purchasing forced placed 
4 insurance, misapplying payments, hiding or embezzling escrow moneys, refusing to send 
5 required monthly statements, refusing to provide required receipts of payments, blocking the 
6 Nickersons account so no documentation could be printed by representatives, providing payment 
7 confirmation numbers and then denying their validity, failing to provide written confirmation of 
8 account transactions and corrections despite countless requests by the Nickersons and numerous 
9 Chase representatives who requested them, ignoring reasonable requests for records of 
10 transactions, telling the Nickersons to disregard any letters or notices received because somehow 
11 their account has gotten into the wrong program and the computer system they use is generating 
12 them randomly, are but a few of the reckless record keeping, predatory lending practices and 
13 federal violations experienced and suffered by the Nickersons. 
14 521. Reckless record keeping is the catalyst and apparent chosen weapon of mass 
15 destruction that started and has allowed PHH and Chase to continue their reign of terror over the 
16 Nickersons all these years. 
17 522. The Nickersons pleaded and demanded Chase provide documentation on their 
18 account to show all that had and was happening with the account, and they agreed to repeatedly, 
19 but they never provided it. 
20 523. The Nickersons requested PHH research the account, speak with the Chase 
21 representatives the Nickerson had worked with, and secure documentation, but they blatantly 
22 refused. 
23 '524. The Nickersons have requested this information prior to the commencement of 
24 these proceedings and throughout the discovery process, but PHH, Chase and their respective 
2s law firms have conspired together to lie about their roles and responsibilities, unlawfully hide 
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behind the dark cloak of the Court and have consequently not been forced to or required to 
2 provide the information that would render these proceedings invalid, null and void. 
p.122 
3 525. These manipulative, malicious, reckless, oppressive and mutating record keeping 
4 practices and other such unconscionable acts have 1) prevented the Nickersons from finding or 
s forcing any resolution or relief, 2) created obvious prejudice against the Nickersons, 3} 
6 threatened, denied and destroyed the Nickersons earned and established way of life, 4) 
7 jeopardized and exponentially diminished the Nickersons assets and resources, 5) violated the 
8 Nickersons privacy and identity, 6) forced the Nickersons to expend great financial and 
9 emotional energies and resources to defend losing their property and all other assets, 7) allowed 
lO PHH to pursue fraudulent claims and unjust enrichment based on forged interest and 
11 counterfeited bookkeeping, 8) launched a terrorist attack against the Nickersons that has caused 
12 pain, suffering, fear, turmoil, financial collapse, and incalculable monetary losses and severe 
13 emotional damages. 
14 526. As a result of Chase's and PHH's reckless record keeping, the Nickersons have 
15 been significantly, substantially and irreparably damaged in an amount to be proven at trial. 
16 FOURTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
17 Count 1 - MALICE 
18 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
19 Third Party Defendants Chase and Just Law 
20 527. Malice - intent to do harm. A defendant is guilty of actual malice if the defendant 
21 has knowledge of the facts or intentionally disregards facts that c.reate a high probability of 
22 injury to the plaintiff and; (a) deliberately proceeds to act in conscious or intentional disregard of 
23 the high probability of injury to the plaintiff; or (b) deliberately proceeds to act with indifference 
24 to the high probability ofinjury to the plaintiff. 
25 
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528. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
2 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
3 529. PHH and Just Law filed this judicial foreclosure with a fuJl knowledge of the fact 
4 contained herein knowing that it had a high probability and would most certainly significantly 
s and substantially injure, damage and create loss for the Nickersons. 
6 530. PHH and Just Law wantonly, maliciously and recklessly pursued and are pursuing 
7 this wrongful foreclosure to seize 1he equity of the Nickerson's ranch with full knowledge and 
8 intention to cause injury, harm and damages to the Nickersons. 
9 531. PID-I, Chase and Just Law, indirectly or by implication, intentionally disregarded 
lo and have continued to intentionally disregard facts, statutes, laws, regulations, and realities 
11 associated with the Nickerson property. PHH and Just Law have done this and continue to do 
12 this v.-ith the complete understanding that their actions are most obviously creating damages, 
13 injuries and losses to the Nickersons. 
14 532. PHH, Chase and Just Law have wrongfully, maliciously and harassingly 
15 exploited, corrupted, altered and tampered with the Nickerson's account records, documentation 
16 and all facts surrounding them. They, in conjunction with others acting on their behalf, have 
17 enabled and pursed this fraudulent and wrongful foreclosure. PHH, Chase, Just Law, Moffat 
18 Thomas and their attorneys of record, have all produced contradictory, misleading and false 
l 9 statements and evidence throughout these proceedings in an effort to swindle the Nickersons out 
20 of their property and the substantial equity they have established in it. Their actions have been 
21 intentional, malicious, reckless, outrageous and calculated to irreparably harm and rob the 
22 Kickersons. 
533. PHH and Just Law have deliberately proceeded and continued in this unjust 
24 foreclosure action with complete and utter indifference to the damages, injuries and losses to the 
25 Nickersons. 
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534. PHH and Just Law with full knowledge and intentional disregard, have recklessly 
2 and outrageously failed to stop the assault and abuse of the Nickerson family, their way of life, 
3 and their fmancial security, being caused by this unfounded and fraudulent foreclosure action. 
4 535. PHH and Just Law have irresponsibly and maliciously refused to cease and desist 
s from this foreclosure action and the resulting damages being caused by these proceedings, 
6 despite desperate cries and pleas for help and relief from the Nickersons. 
7 536. Malice, in its legal sense, applies to a wrongful act done intentionally, without 
8 legal justification. The intentional doing of a wrongful act without just cause or excuse, with an 
9 intent to inflict an injury or under circumstances that the law will imply an evil intent. 
10 537. PHH, Chase, Just Law and the other named and to be named principals have 
11 evilly stalked and wickedly pursued the Nickersons, their property and its equity with a vicious 
12 and purpose driven malice not unlike the menacing and injurious plot of a domestic terrorist. 
13 538. This has resulted in direct, actual and consequential damages and injuries to the 
14 Nickersons as set forth in this answer and counterclaim in its entirety and also including other 
15 extreme, severe and significant damages, iajuries and losses to be proven at trial. 
16 539. The 1\ickersons did not and have not done anything wrong, breached any implied 
17 or agreed to contracts, or defaulted on the loan. 
18 540. Rather, they have exhibited extreme persistent and heroic ethical, moral and legal 
19 regard for their responsibilities and obligations toward this property from the beginning as has 
20 been demonstrated and supported in this complaint, to their counsel, to the principals, and will be 
21 further proven by witness testimony and evidence presented at trial. 
22 541. The Nickersons 1) paid Margaret Laird her asking price for a piece of property to 
23 help she and her husband Ronnie Laird escape a life threatening and severely troubled situation; 
24 2) bought the ranch as a place of refuge for people who help others; 3) signed the documents 
25 presented to them at closing in good faith and trusted Coldwell Banker was truthful and honest in 
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their answers to the questions and representation of those documents; 4) paid their regular 
2 periodic monthly payments from closing and up until they were prevented and prohibited from 
3 doing so by the principals in this proceeding; 5) paid forced placed and ~rnngfully charged 
4 monthly PM1 insurance with every payment after the lender was contractually obligated to drop 
5 it; 6) maintained home owner's insurance on the property from closing until present; 7) paid 
6 taxes on the property, 8) developed and maintained the property; 9) substantially increased the 
7 value of and their equity in the property; 10) defended the property and its boundaries against all 
8 outside attacks at great personal and financial expense; 11) even though PHH had filed 
9 foreclosure and they no longer had to, paid a home equity loan on the property that was higher 
10 that the first mortgage until fall of 2012 (30+ payments after February 2010); 12) unwillingly, 
11 but out of fear, and the need to stop the mortgage abuse and secure their other assets, established 
12 way of life and overall wealth, secured buyers for the property that were subsequently blocked 
13 by Chase and/ or PHH; 13) expended enormous resources in defending this fraudulent action to 
14 the point of causing life threatening illness and probable stress induced death; 14) did everything 
I 5 and more that could be expected of any human in performing their obligations and promises; and 
16 15) maintained a conscience void of offense toward God and man. 
17 542. Yet all of the life, rightful living and the benefits that should follow it thereby, 
J 8 have been lost because greedy people being led by some perpetually illusive villains have wante 
19 and schemed to unlawfully take what is not theirs and destroy the Nickersons in the process. 
20 543. This unrelenting malice, by any definition, has 1) robbed the Nickersons of the 
21 enjoyment and benefits of their property, property rights, time, income, opportunities, reputation, 
22 peace, security, safety, life, liberty and happiness; 2) inflicted extreme emotional distress, abuse 
23 and traumatic victimization upon the Nickersons; 3) circumvented justice, common decency and 
24 inalienable rights; 4) comprehensively prevented and ultimately prohibited justice from being 
25 
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served; and 5) destroyed all current and future trust in mortgage companies, attorneys and the 
2 Idaho judicial system. 
3 544. Fighting such irrational, unreasonable, unforeseen, unfounded, and 
4 incomprehensible actions for so very long while living or trying to live through the massive, 
5 comprehensive and globally infectious suffering experienced because of them and their actions, 
6 cannot be adequately described in this document alone. The pages of our story and script of our 
7 movie are filled with years, days and minutes of lost life and underserved excruciating pain. 
8 545. The malicious extents these criminals, PHH, Chase, Just Law and those working 
9 on their behalf, have gone to in order to destroy this family is so unbelievable and inconceivable, 
JO we are unable to process it or comprehend all the full effects it has had on our lives, our history, 
11 and our future. Fighting irrational thought processes and actions that are being driven by a 
12 malicious and concealed attempt to destroy you, your life and your wealth, in a supposed 
13 business relationship cannot possibly or plausibly be defended against or stopped without 
14 extreme loss, damages and injuries. 
!5 546. Finding no relief through judicial intervention has added to our victimization and 
16 left us feeling helpless, hopeless, vulnerable and exposed. For us, this is a fight to save our lives 
17 from people who have access and knowledge of the facts, but have intentionally disregarded, 
18 struck and concealed those facts, knowing they were and are directly and indirectly causing loss, 
19 damages, injuries, severe pain and extreme suffering, and yet intentionally, and with total 
20 indifference to the consequences, proceeding forward with this v,..Tongful and fraudulent 
21 foreclosure despite its impact on our family now and for the rest of our lives. We cannot even 
22 offer these reprobates the grace of our Lord Jesus Christ in praying "Father, forgive them for 
23 they know not what they do." For they do know. And yet, they are still doing it. So instead, we 
24 pray, "Let destruction come upon them unawares, let the net they have hid catch them, and let 
25 
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them fall into that very destruction." And, may God, with or without the help of this Court, 
2 redeem and restore to the Nickersons the years that the swarming locusts have e.aten. 
3 547. As a result of PHH's and Just Law's malicious intent, the Nickersons have 
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4 suffered significant, substantial and far reaching damages, losses and injuries in an amount to be 
5 proven at trial. 
6 FIFTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
7 Count 1 - PREVENTIO~ OF PERFORMANCE 
8 Against Counter-Defendant PHH 
9 548. "Prevention doctrine is a common-law principle of contract law which says that a 
1 o contracting party has an implied duty not to do anything that prevents the other party from 
11 performing its obligation. A party who prevents performance of a contract may not complain of 
12 such nonperfonnance." W\,\W.definitions.uslegal.com. 
13 549. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
14 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
15 550. The Nickersons allege PHH prevented the ~ickersons from performing by, 1) 
16 refusing payments, 2) refusing to verify the alleged default by claiming they did not have the 
17 account records, 3) refusing to allow the Nickersons to dispute and cure the alleged default, 4) 
18 intentionally blocking the Nickersons' efforts to make payments, 5) refusing to research the 
19 l\ickersons proof of payments and other transactions, and 6) totally ignoring any and all laws, 
20 regulations and best practices associated with account error corrections and disputes (12 U.S.C. § 
2I 2605(e), 12 C.F.R. § 1024.35 and 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38). Because of the foregoing outrageous 
22 actions and preventions, PHH excused the Nickersons from performance and entitled the 
23 Nickersons to all of the benefits of fuU performance. 
24 551. Prevention of performance: theft at its pinnacle. In the modem day mortgage 
25 industry, when messing up records, lying about account data, trying to intimidate borrowers into 
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cowering to blackmail demands of signing over titles, and all other attempts at mortgage robbery 
2 fails, prevention of performance is a cowardly and "fool proof' method for a bad guy to sabotage 
3 a good guy and steal his home and equity. Here is how it works. Refuse to provide the borrower 
4 any statements or proof of account transactions, communication, escrow analysis, etc. Charge 
5 their account twice monthly. Misapply payments. Buy expensive forced placed homeowners 
6 insurance even though you know the home is properly insured. Do whatever you need to create a 
7 problem on the account. Now, quit taking payments. Claim a default. Create some fake 
8 beneficial interest in the property. Note: Actually, it looks a little better and more believable if 
9 you do this first, but it can work both ways as has been proven in the Nickersons case. After all, 
IO you're the mortgage company and they are just a homeowner, another pesky mosquito to swat if 
1 I they get in your way. It happens. It has and is happening right now ~ith the Nickersons property 
12 in Orofino, Idaho in Clearwater County. 
13 552. In the Nickersons' personal experience, being robbed in this way, feels much like 
14 running a race, with your legs tightly hobbled, knowing the outcome will determine whether you 
15 are allowed to live or die. Sound frustrating, scary, intimidating, angering? There is more. While 
l6 you are running this race, the credit bureaus, other debt collectors, and the Court are running 
17 alongside of you, beating you severely enough to render movement virtually impossible, 
18 threatening you because you are not running faster, and constantly reminding you what is going 
19 to happen to you and your family if you do not win the race. This is the Nickersons cause of 





553. As stated previous]y, PHH prevented the Nickersons from perfonnance, and any 
and all alleged damages suffered by PHH or the other principals are the direct, sole, individual 
and joint responsibility and liability of PHH and the other co-conspirators. 
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554. PHH prevented the Nickersons from performance, and any and all direct and 
2 indirect damages, injuries and losses experienced by the Nickersons are the direct sole, 
3 individual and joint responsibility and liability of PHH and the other co-conspirators. 
4 555. PHH prevented the Nickersons from performing, breached their contractual, 
p.129 
5 common sense and common Jaw duties not to do anything that would hinder the Nickersons from 
6 performing their obligations, and the Nickersons, in order for justice to be served, are and should 
7 be entitled to, and have the rights and benefits of full performance. 
8 556. Instead, as a result of PHH's belligerent and willful prevention of performance, 
9 the Nickersons have been victimized, abused, and suffered significant, ex1reme and extensive 
Io damages tlu:oughout these fundamentally unfair and wrongful foreclosure proceedings. 
11 557. There is more. Kot only are these proceedings the result of prevention of 
12 performance, these proceedings are fraudulently based on forged interest, reckless record 
13 keeping, counterfeited bookkeeping, predatory lending and abusive debt collection practices. 
14 558. As a result of this lawsuit and all associated actions involved and leading up to its 
15 commencement, and the subsequent actions and proceedings that have resulted from this lawsuit, 
16 the Nickersons have been damaged in the manners set forth in this complaint in its entirety and 
17 also including other extreme severe and significant damages, injuries and losses to their name, 
l 8 credit, reputation, income, wealth, and possessions in an amount to be proven at trial. 
19 SIXTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
20 Count 1 - UNCONSCIONABILITY 
21 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
22 Third Party Defendant Coldwell 
23 559. '"For a contract or contractual provision to be voided as unconscionable, it must 
24 be both procedurally and substantively unconscionable.' Lovey v. Regence BlueShield ofJdaho. 
25 139 Idaho 37, 42, 72 P.3d 877,882 (2003) (citing Walker v. American Cyanamid Co., 130 Idaho 
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824. 948 P.2d 1123 (1997)). Procedural unconscionability relates to the bargaining process and i 
2 typically indicated by either lack of voluntariness or Lack of knowledge. Lack of voluntariness 
3 can be shown by factors such as the use of high-pressure tactics, coercion, oppression or threats 
4 short of duress ... or by great imbalance on the parties' bargaining power with the stronger party's 
5 terms being nonnegotiable and the weaker party being prevented by market factors, timing, or 
6 other pressures from being able to contract v.ith another party on more favorable terms or to 
7 refrain from contracting at all. ... Lack of knowledge can be shown by lack of understanding 
8 regarding the contract terms arising from the use of inconspicuous print, ambiguous wording, or 
9 complex legalistic language ... ; the lack of opportunity to study the contract and inquire about its 
10 terms ... ; or disparity in the sophistication, knowledge, or experience of the parties, .. . Id. 
11 Substantive unconscionability rela1es to the terms of the agreement. 'The contract or provision is 
12 substantively unconscionable if it is a bargain that no person in his or her senses and not under 
13 delusion would make on the one hand and 1hat no honest and fair person would accept on the 
14 other."' Id. US Welding, Inc. v. BAITELLE ENERGY ALLIANCE, 728 F. Supp. 2d 1110 (D. 
15 Idaho 2010). 
16 560. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
l 7 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
18 561. The Mortgage presented by the Plaintiff is unconscionable and therefore, should, 







562. First, the Mortgage is procedurally unconscionable because: 
a. There was a lack of voluntariness -
1. At closing, the Nickersons were unrepresented by counsel and were 
unsure about the documents presented to them and thoroughly questioned 
the Coldwell loan specialist and the closing agent to make sure the 
security instrument they were getting was a Mortgage. Coldwell assured 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 






















Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
the Nickersons and the closing agent verbally and in "vriting that the 
security instrument was a Mortgage with all of the rights and privileges of 
a Mortgage and not a deed of trust. 
11. The Nickersons were ready to close on the property, had negotiated in 
good faith with the seller, had been working with Coldwell for months to 
find the right property, the seller was allegedly leaving the country, and 
thus, could not now attempt to find another lender at this late hour or 
refrain from closing. 
b. There was a lack of knowledge -
1. Although the Nickersons had an understanding of mortgages, they were by 
no means experts in the field of mortgage Lending and financing. There 
was great disparity in "sophistication, knowledge, or experience of the 
parties" which is particularly evident in the fact this Mortgage exists as 
presented. 
11. In addition, the language and terms of the contract were ambiguous in 
terms of a Mortgage. The language and terms appeared to be more like the 
language and terms of a deed of trust. However, the Nickersons trusted 
and had no reason not to trust Coldwell's verbal and written assurances 
that they were indeed getting a Mortgage not a deed of trust. 
563. Second, the Mortgage is substantively unconscionable because, 1) no one in their 
21 right mind would agree to a deed of trust and be subjected to its restrictions when by right and 
22 law they could only get a Mortgage, 2) no honest person would craft such a deception as 
23 substituting a Mortgage with a deed of trust, 3) no honest or fair person would subsequently 
24 accept a deed of trust when by right and law they could only get a :Mortgage, and 4) no 
25 
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1 reasonable and law abidjng person would execute an illegal document and jeopardize their 
2 personal interest, rights and investment in a property. 
3 564. The Mortgage is unconscionable in that it violates the Nickersons prior 
4 knowledge and the established reputation of Coldwell Bank.er Mortgage, promising to treat 
p.132 
5 customers like family, who the Nickersons could trust to protect and secure their investments an 
6 interests. Based on the "at that time" reputation of Coldwell Banker, the )Jickersons nor any 
7 reasonable person would have or presumably should have questioned or been suspicious of the 
8 integrity, validity or intention of loan documents drafted by Coldwell. Certainly it would have 
9 been reasonable for an investor, such as Fannie Mae, who was familiar with Coldwell, or the 
Io Nickersons to trust any representation by Coldwell as to the type of security instrument used, 
1 I size of the property, correct legal verbiage, agreements being fair and just etc. It is 
12 unconscionable that Coldwell in order to gain unjust enrichment has put their good name in 
13 jeopardy. 
14 565. The Mortgage is unconscionable because it is a contract of adhesion. Contracts of 
15 adhesion are defined as 1) a contract that is unfair and in favor of one party over the other 
16 (www.idaholegalaid.org/dictionary), 2) a contract that is not negotiated by the parties and that is 
!7 usually embodied in a standard form prepared by the dominant party 
18 (www.dictionary.findlaw.com/definition/contract.html), and 3) a contract (often a signed form) 
19 so imbalanced in favor of one party over the other that there is a strong implication it was not 
20 freely bargained (legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com). Coldwell presented standard mortgage 
21 documents to the Nickersons with verbiage and terms the Nickersons had to agree to if the 
22 Nickersons were to purchase this property through Coldwell. The Nickersons were not 
23 represented by counsel and relied solely on the presentation and representation of the Coldwell 
24 loan specialist and the closing agent that their investment and interests were being protected. The 
25 document presented utilizes a deed of trust document, IDAHO-Single Family-Fannie 
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Maeifreddie Mac UNIFORM INSTRUMENT Form 3013 (a standardized form as evidenced by 
2 the footer at 1he bottom of the page). The >fickersons were emphatically told by Coldwell that 
3 they were getting a Mortgage. The document recorded, upon review, now seems to be a standard 
4 Idaho Deed of Trust form which does not provide the significantly and substantially different 
5 rights and privileges that would, should and must be a part of a mortgage, not only in Idaho, but 
6 anywhere in the nation. This intentional misrepresentation was deceptive and misleading to the 
7 Nickersons and any other person who might eventually have interest in these documents. 
8 566. The Nickersons did not knowingly or \viilingly sign a Deed of Trust. Coldwell 
9 lied to them, took advantage of their trust, and misrepresented the agreements being presented. 
10 567. The Nickersons contend this unconscionable Mortgage as presented was 
11 purposefully created to deceive Fannie 11ae in order for Coldwell to sell it to them. 
12 568. Attempting to unlawfully embezzle property rights from the Nickersons on a fifty 
13 (50) acre property by "cleverly" and deceptively representing to the Nickersons they were 
14 getting a mortgage when it was clearly crafted and intended to be a deed of trust for a property 
15 that was forty (40) acres or less is not only unconscionable, but clearly demonstrates the 
16 intention to fraud and defraud the Nickersons and is in violation of LC. § 48-603C. 
17 Unconscionable methods, acts or practices. '"(2) In determining whether a method, act or 
18 practice is unconscionable, the following circumstances shall be taken into consideration by the 
19 court: ... (c) Whether the alleged violator knowingly or with reason to know, induced the 
20 conswner to enter into a transaction that was excessively one-sided in favor of the alleged 
2 I violator." 
22 569. This unconscionable Mortgage is unquestionably more favorable to Coldwell 
23 because they could represent this mortgage document to potential buyers and investors in such a 
24 way that they could easily believe they were investing in a property that was covered by a deed 
25 of trust which would be more attractive to the buyers and investors than the traditional and 
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lawful mortgage because they could easily and inexpensively foreclose non-judicially and would 
2 not be encumbered by a judicial proceeding and sale, ~ith its attendant period ofredemption, 
3 during all of which the borrower remains in possession. 
4 570. "Whereas, the availability of more adequate financing for home construction and 
5 business expansion is essential to the development of the State ofidaho, and Whereas such 
6 financing for real estate of not more than three acres is more available with little or no equity in 
7 the borrower and on amortization terms over a long period of years and by the use of deeds of 
8 trust as herein provided~ Now Therefore, the use of deeds of trust of estates in real property of 
9 not more than three acres as hereinafter provided is hereby declared to be the public policy of the 
10 State ofidaho." § 1, Chap. 181, Laws 1957. Roos v. Belcher, 79 Idaho 473,321 P.2d 210 (1958). 
11 571. This unconscionable Mortgage is unquestionably unfavorable to the Nickersons 
12 because it threatens and negates their large acreage property rights, creates high risk and 
13 vulnerability for a wrongful foredosure, and generally and specifically strips them and negates 
14 their rights and agreements with Coldwell. 
15 572. Because of the unconscionability and inconceivability of the Mortgage and all the 
16 actions and misrepresentations surrounding it, the Nickersons have suffered significant, 
17 substantial and severe damages, losses and injuries, as described in this complaint in its entirety, 
L 8 and including a total and complete loss of faith and trust in the mortgage industry, their practices, 
19 and the supposed oversight, accountability and safeguards in place to protect innocent borrowers 
20 and homeo\\ners like the Kickersons. It is unconscionable this fraud, abuse and tragedy ever 
21 occurred, much less that its far reaching impact has continued on unchecked and unrelenting 
22 when the reality and unconscionability of the situation has barred the complaint and its 
23 subsequent actions from the very beginning. 
24 
25 
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SEVENTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Count 1- NEGLIGENCE (BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY) 
Against Third Party Defendants Just Law, Charles C. Just, Kipp L. Manwaring, 
Bradon Howell, Tammie Harris and Jason R. Rammell 
p.135 
573. "In Woodworth v. Redwood Empire Sav. & Loan Assn. (1971) 22 Cal. App.3d 
6 347, 366 (99 Cal. Rptr. 373], the court stated as follows: 'It is well established, however, that a 
7 trustee under a deed of trust is not a trustee in the technical sense. Rather, he is the agent of all 
8 the parties to the escrow at all times prior to performance of the conditions of the escrow and 
9 bears a fiduciary relationship to each of them. His obligation to each is measured by an 
1 O application of the ordinary principles of agency.· As an agent, the trustee may be liable for 
11 negligence .... An agent has the duty to use reasonable skill and diligence and ifhe violates this 
12 duty, he is liable for any loss which his principal may sustain as the result of his negligence. 
13 (Dahl-beck Electic Co. V. Rogge (1969) 275 Cal. App.2d 893 [80 Cal. Rptr. 440JT Kervian v. 
14 Title Ins. & Trust Co., 147 Cal. App.3d 225 (1983) [195 Cal. Rptr. 53] 
15 574. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
16 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
17 575. Just Law has claimed to be the trustee of the presented Deed of Trust that PHH is 
18 using to foreclose upon the Nickersons property. First, as a matter ofrecord, the Nickersons 
19 vehemently deny the authenticity, origination and validity of this document as presented and 
20 represented and adamantly maintain that at no time in the purchase of this property did the 
21 ='Jickersons willingly or knowingly execute the document presented, or a Deed of Trust. 
22 576. The Kickersons further deny the authenticity and legality of the Appointment of 
23 Trustee to Just Law as an unlawful and fraudulently conspired transaction and assert that any 
24 protection or covering that would normally be afforded to such trustee should be denied and 
25 stripped, and that Just Law, and those acting individually and on behalf of Just Law, should be 
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held personally and jointly responsible for any and all damages and liabilities suffered by the 
2 Nickersons, this Court and the world at large as a result of their actions. 
3 577. Additionally, the Nickersons executed a mortgage. There is not a trustee with a 
4 mortgage. PHH allegedly appointed Just Law as trustee to fraudulently and maliciously non-
5 judicially foreclose on the Nickerson ranch under radar and without judicial accountability. 
6 578. However, for the sake of argument and in order not to be remiss in fully 
7 defending this complaint and supporting this cause of action, the Nickersons assert Just Law has 
8 breached any and all fiduciary duty that could, would or does exist as the self-proclaimed and 
9 alleged trustee of the presented deed of trust. 
10 579. They have acted as the Trustee, represented themselves as the Trustee and 
l l claimed authority to sell the Nickerson property as the Trustee. 
12 580. The Nickersons have been subjected to and injured by these representations. 
13 Therefore, Just Law and the other principals should be responsible and held liable for their 
14 actions and the damages caused by them. The law is very clear that the trustee or agent, has a 
15 duty to use reasonable skill and diligence not to violate and not to pursue an illegal fraudulent, or 
16 willfully oppressive sale of a property under a power of sale contained in a deed of trust or he is 
17 liable for any loss which the principal (Nickersons) may sustain as a result. 
18 581. Just Law has ruthlessly, recklessly and relentlessly initiated, facilitated, 
19 manipulated, and forced the illegal fraudulent and willfully oppressive judicial foreclosure of the 
20 Nickersons property and gained forged right to attempt the sale of the Nickerson property. This 
21 negligence and Just Law's breach of their fiduciary duty has caused great harm and pain for the 
22 Nickersons; violated their alleged role as trustee; wreaked havoc on the soberness, legitimacy 
23 and impartiality of these proceedings; and questions the integrity of this Court. 
24 582. As trustee they were responsible to ensure 1) the beneficiary actually had 
25 beneficial interest - PHH did not, does not and could not have beneficial interest (See Exhibits l, 
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9 and 10), 2) the assignment from Chase to PHH was vaJid - Chase did not assign or transfer 
2 anything to PHH (See Exhibits l and 9), 3) the Deed of Trust presented could be foreclosed non-
3 judicially - the property is fifty (50) acres which prevents a non-judicial foreclosure, and 4) the 
4 alleged default amount was correct - PHH bas since lowered the alleged default amount by over 
5 $11,000 and will be required to lower it to $0 with a true review ofNickersons records and when 
6 legitimate discovery is compelled. 
7 583. Instead of ensuring the above issues were correct, Just Law and the other Third 
8 Party Defendants negligently unlawfully and fraudulently recorded an Appointment of Trustee 
9 and Notice of Default, and published a Notice of Trustee's Sale. 
1D 584. Just Law intentionally ignored and blocked the Nickersons 1) requests to verify 
11 and investigate the alleged default, 2) attempts to resolve the disputed default, 3) payments, 
12 thereby allowing PHH's forced default to grow larger, and 4) efforts to stop the non-judicial 
13 foreclosure because .it was illegal. 
14 585. Just Law, et al, was notified the non-judicial action they were taking was illegal 
15 but chose to continue until the Nickersons hired counsel who reviewed the facts and threatened 
16 them with legal action. 
17 586. As a result of Just Law's breach of fiduciary duty and Just Law's and the other 
!8 Third Party Defendant's negligent actions the Nickersons have suftered significant, substantial 
19 and extreme personal, professional and monetary damages, losses and injuries, in conjunction 
20 with and as described in this complaint in its entirety, and also including loss of otherwise 
21 productive and profitable time, resources, energy, assets, financial stability, credit, income, peace 
22 and happiness. ln addition, the Nickersons have suffered life threatening health issues, other 
23 severe health issues, emotional distress, significant financial and emotional strain due to the 
24 monetary and resource costs associated with fighting this litigation, uncontrollable safety and 
25 security hazards, and the overwhelming damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
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EIGHTEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
BREACH OF DUTY OF CARE 
(common law :Neighbor Principle) 
p.138 
4 587. '"There must be, and is, some general conception of relations giving rise to a duty 
s of care, of which the particular cases found in the books are but instances ... The rule that you are 
6 to love your neighbour becomes in law you must not injure your neighbour; and the lawyer's 
7 question: Who is my neighbour? receives a restricted reply. You must take reasonable care to 
8 avoid acts or omissions which you can reasonably foresee would be likely to injure your 
9 neighbour. \Vho, then, in law is my neighbour? The answer seems to be - persons who are so 
10 closely and directly affected by my act that I ought reasonably to have them in contemplation as 
11 being so affected when 1 am directing my mind to the acts or omissions that are called in 
12 question." - Lord Alkin's speech in Donoghue v. Stevenson (1932). 
13 588. Breach of duty - "In a general sense, any violation or omission of a legal or 
14 moral duty. More particularly, the neglect or failure to fulfill in a just and proper manner the 
15 duties of an office or fiduciary employment." Black's Law Dictionary 
16 Count 1 - Breach of Duty of Care - Just Law 
17 Against Third Party Defendants Just Law, Charles C. Just, Kipp L. Manwaring, 
18 Bradon Howell, Tammie Harris and Jason R. Rammell 
19 589. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
20 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
21 590. Just Law and the above named parties have a duty of ca.re to the Nickersons 
22 which duty requires them to act in "good faith" toward the Kickersons. LC.§ 28-9-102. 
23 Definitions and Index of Definitions. "(43) 'Good faith' means honesty in fact and the 
24 observance of reasonable commercial standards of fair dealing." LC.§ 28-1-304. Obligation of 
25 
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good faith. "Every contract or duty within the uniform commercial code imposes an obligation 
2 of good faith in its performance and enforcement." 
3 591. Just Law and the above named parties have breached their duty of care and their 
4 obligation to act in "good faith" toward the Nickersons. 
5 592. Just Law recorded a fraudulent Appointment of Trustee and fraudulent Notice of 
6 · Default knowing the information contained therein was false which is a felony crime according 
7 to I.C. § 18-3203. 
8 
9 
593. Just Law published a knowingly false and fraudulent Notice of Trustee's Sale. 
594. Just Law pursued an illegal non-judicial foreclosure without verifying who 
1 o ac1ually O\Vned and held the Note and Mortgage which is in contradiction to their own website, 
11 business practices and policies. www.justlawidaho.com, Law Summary, Idaho, D0CU1\1ENTS 
12 NEEDED TO COMMENCE ACTION Original deed and note ... Just Law did not require 
l 3 PHH to provide the original note and deed and therefore, they did not adhere to their own 
14 policies and they breached their duty of care to the Nickersons and whoever actually holds the 
15 original note and deed. 
16 595. Just Law pursued an illegal non-judicial foreclosure knowing it was illegal and 
17 was in violation ofl.C. § 45-1502. Just Law knew the Nickerson property was over forty (40) 
18 acres and therefore, could not be foreclosed non-judicially. Just Law's own website, 
l9 ~~·.justlawidaho.com, confirms Just Law knew and fully understood the forty (40) acre or less 





596. The Nickersons communicated to Just Law 1) the default was wrong, 2) payments 
were not applied, 3) PHH refused to research the disputed default and claimed they did not have 
the account records, 4) monthly charges were double billed, 5) payments were found in suspense 
accounts, 6) the property did not meet the requirements under I.C. § 45-1502, and 7) the 
Nickersons were ready, willing, and able to make the payments and negotia1e a resolution. 
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597. Just Law said they were hired to foreclose and that is what they were going to do. 
2 Bradon Howell indicated they were provided a batch of Loans to foreclose on and were paid flat 
3 fees to foreclose on them. The >Tickersons were in the batch. 
4 598. Just Law had a complete disregard for the Nickersons and how their actions were 
5 and were going to effect the Nickersons and went so far as to threaten financial harm if the 
6 Nickersons resisted the knowingly fraudulent and unlawful non-judicial foreclosure. 
7 599. Just Law stopped the non-judicial foreclosure not because they knew it was illegal 
g and they wanted to do the right thing, but because the Nickersons hired counsel who threatened 
9 Just Law with legal action. 
]() 600. Just Law knew of and intentionally participated in the fraud being perpetrated 
11 against the Nickersons and this court. 
12 601. Just Law committed gross negligence, negligence per se, and negligence in law by 
13 their intentional failure to I) ethically, legally and moralJy perform their duties and obligations, 
14 2) demonstrate professional conduct, 3) provide reasonable care toward the Nickersons, the 
15 Court and the world at large, 4) observe their duties prescribed by law, and 5) abstain from other 
16 such conduct in violation of statutes, laws, common law and common prudence. 
17 602. Just Law filed and submitted numerous conflicting, misleading and false 
18 statements prior to and throughout these proceedings. 
19 603. In direct violation of point 6 below, abstain from all offensive personality, Kipp 
20 L. Manwaring, during the depositions, acted very abusive and tried to intimidate the Nickersons. 
21 Mr. Manwaring especially tried to intimidate and antagonize Donna Nickerson during her 
22 deposition by displaying an extremely dramatized joker face, wearing his hair in an extremely 
23 ruffled manner, unlike his normal style, presumably to look like someone else, staring intensely 
24 at her in an intrusive way, and continuing to push her to answer questions that would not lead to 
25 admissible evidence. He was also very disruptive during Chase's questioning. When one of the 
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1 Nickersons said no or would decline to answer an irrelevant question, he would dramatically 
2 shake his head yes, mouth you have to, and other antagonizing and intimidating statements. Mr. 
3 Manwaring's behavior was deliberately out ofline, immature and unprofessional, especially 
4 when he had lied genera1ly and specifically about virtually every aspect of the deposition, who 
5 would be present, what info would be provided, the fact the Nickersons would be able to depose 
6 their "witnesses at the same time, requested discovery would be provided by PHH and Chase for 
7 the Nickersons to refer to during the deposition, the intention of both the clients to facilitate a 
8 resolution, the availability of the judge by phone, etc. Prior to and throughout the depositions, th 
9 ~ickersons counsel John Mitchell repeatedly apologized, said Mr. Manwaring was and was 
JO acting like an "asshole", and that he did not understand what Mr. Manwaring was up to but it 
11 was clear Mr. Manwaring was not trying to hear the Nickerson's story or work with the 
12 Nickersons in any way. John Mitchell said he was going to stop the depositions because Mr. 
13 Manwaring was only trying to abuse and intimidate the Nickersons, not conduct depositions. At 
14 the close of the depositions, Mr. Manwaring arrogantly and in an intimidating and threatening 











604. Furthermore, Just Law's actions generally and specifically violate LC. § 3-201. 
Duties of Attorneys. "In addition to such duties as the Supreme Court may by rule prescribe, it 
is the duty of the attorney and counselor: 
1. To support the constitution and laws of the United States and of this state. 
2. To maintain the respect due to the courts of justice and judicial officers. 
3. To counsel or maintain such actions, proceedings or defenses only as appear to 
him legal or just, except the defense of a person charged with a public offense. 
4. To employ, for the purpose of maintaining the causes confided to him, such 
means only as are consistent with truth, and never seek to mislead the judges by an 
artifice or false statement of fact or law. 
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5. To maintain inviolate the confidence, and at every peril to himself, to preserve 
the secrets of his clients. 
6. To abstain from all offensive personality, and to advance no fact prejudicial to 
the honor or reputation of a party or witness, unless required by the justice of the cause 
with which he is charged. 
7. Not to encourage either the commencement or the continuance of an action or 
proceeding from any motive of passion or interest. 
8. Never to reject for any consideration personal to himself, the cause of the 
defenseless or the oppressed." 
605. This foreclosure and all proceedings leading up to it has been a violent seizure 
l l and hostile assault on the Nickersons, a vicious raping of their property, property rights, success~ 
l2 personal, professional and financial reputations, assets, perfect credit and way of life. The 













606. According to the Oxford Dictionary, rape comes from late Middle English 
originally denoting violent seizure of property. Rape is also to spoil or destroy a place. 
According to Black's Law Dictionary, malice aforethought is: 
"A predetermination to commit an act without legal justification or excuse. A 
malicious design to injure. 
In the definition of' murder,' malice aforethought exists where the person doing 
the act which causes death has an intention to cause death or grievous bodil.y harm to any 
perso~ (whether the person is actually killed or not) or to commit any felony whatever, 
or has the knowledge that the act will probably cause the death of or grievous bodily 
hann to some person, although he does not desire it, or even wishes that it may, not be 
caused. The words 'malice aforethought' long ago acquired in law a settled meaning, 
somewhat different from the popular one. In their legal sense they do not import an actual 
intention to kill the deceased. The idea is not spite or malevolence to the deceased in 
particular, but evil design in general, the dictate of a wicked, depraved, and malignant 
heart; no premeditated personal hatred or revenge towards the person killed, but that kind 
of unlawful purpose which, if persevered in, must produce mischief" (citations omitted) 
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607. Using crime scene tenninology, Just Law, Jason Rammell and Kipp Manwaring, 
2 at a minimum, are aware of, and know who holds the buried evidence and has the matching 
3 DNA in this malicious ranch rape crime. 
4 608. Kipp Manwaring could have stopped hiding the evidence, quit concealing it, 
s brought the truth forward and averted immeasurable damages, injuries, loss and pain years ago. 
6 He and the other principals could have eliminated so much pain and suffering experienced by the 
7 Nickersons and all other victims that have suffered as a result of his and their actions and 
8 inactions. 
9 609. Whether or not Just Law and its accomplices, and only time and more 
10 investigation will determine that, are the actual ones who ordered the mortgage conspiracy, 
11 resulting ranch rape and attempted homeowner murder aforethought or not, is irrelevant to this 
12 particular cause of action. 
13 610. Just Law, in part and as a whole, should and could have stopped everything. 
14 611. Instead, Just Law wi11fully and intentionally, generally and specifically breached 
15 their duty of care. 
16 612. Just Law claimed and claims 10 be the Trustee of the fraudulent Deed of Trust, 
17 which they know the Nickersons never willingly or knowingly agreed to. 
18 613. Though the Nickersons deny Just Law is a lawful Trustee or that a Trustee can 
19 even exist on their property since it was secured with what Coldwell Banker clearly told and 
20 assured them was a mortgage, and not a Deed of Trust, for the sake of argument, and to hold Just 
21 Law accountable, based on their own claims, Just Law has responsibilities to act as impartial 
22 judges in this entire process. They have not. 
23 614. Just Law knew and knows the truth yet Jason Rammell, Bradon Howell, Charles 
24 Just, Tammie Harris and Kipp Manwaring, individually and on behalf of Just Law, have stood 
25 by, worked alongside and helped PHH, Chase and other principals facilitate years of continued 
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1 abuse against the Nickersons. The Nickersons have fought valiantly to save everything, their 
2 health, their assets, their reputations, their wealth, their history, their future. The Nickersons have 
3 suffered the intense stress of ongoing litigation, financial stress, emotional stress, credit stress, 
4 time stress, relationship stress, health stress, life stress. 
5 615. In addition, we have had to deal with the pending loss of our Idaho property and 
6 equity, while finding ways to redeem stolen time, loss of trust, cope with reality based fear, 
7 functionally learn to process how someone can violate your property rights, destroy your 
8 identity, and steal your home, not because you have done anything wrong, but just because they 
9 are maliciously targeting you and your equity. 
lO 616. Just Law has gone far beyond a general breach of duty of care. Just Law has 
11 conspired to dig both the Grand Canyon and Hells Canyon between truth, honesty, just law and 
12 their actions. 
13 617. Just Law has breached their duty of care, committed murder aforethought and 
14 raped the Nickersons of their property rights and established way oflife in amounts to be proven 
1 s at trial. 
16 Count 2- Breach of Duty of Care-Moffatt Thomas 
17 Against Third Party Defendants Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, 







618. 'The existence of a duty is a question of Jaw over which this Court exercises free 
review. Freeman v. Juker, 119 Idaho 555. 556, 808 P .2d 1300, 1301 (1991). Every person, in tb.e 
conduct of his business has a duty to exercise ordinary care to 'prevent unreasonable, foreseeable 
risks of harm to others.' Sharp v. WHMoore Inc., 118 Idaho 297. 300, 796 P.2d 506, 509 
( 1990). In determining whether a duty will arise in a particular context, the Court has identified 
several factors to consider. The foreseeability of harm to the plaintiff, the degree of certainty that 
the plaintiff suffered injury, the closeness of the connection between the defendant's conduct and 
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the injury suffered, the moral blame attached to the defendant's conduct, the policy of preventing 
2 future harm, the extent of the burden to the defendant and consequences to the community of 
3 imposing a duty to exercise care with resulting liability for breach, and the availability, cost, and 
4 prevalence of insurance for the risk involved. Rife v. Long. 127 Idaho 841,846, 908 P.2d 143. 
5 148 (1995) (quoting Isaacs v. Huntington .Mem 'l Hosp., 38 Cal3d 112,211 Cal. Rptr. 356, 595 
6 P.2d 653,658 (1985))." Turpen v. Grenieri, 133 Idaho 244, 985 P.2d 669 (1999). 
7 619. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
8 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
9 620. Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock, & Fields Chartered (hereafter "Moffatt 
Io Thomas"), and Jon A. Stenquist have breached their duty of care. 
11 621. Moffatt Thomas and Jon Stenquist did not abide by nor require their client Chase 
12 to abide by the principles set out in I.RC.P. 1 l(a)(l). "The signature of an attorney or party 
13 constitutes a certificate that the attorney or party has read the pleading, motion or other paper; 
14 that to the best of the signer's knowledge, information, and belief after reasonable inquiry ... " 
15 Specifically, in Chase's answer and discovery responses Chase gives the excuse "lack of 
16 sufficient knowledge" when a reasonable inquiry of the account records, county records, 
17 communication records, and other documentation required to be kept as a normal course of 
18 business would have provided the discovery sought by the Nickersons. 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 
19 provides very specific guidelines for servicers regarding borrowers account information one of 
20 which states, "(iii) Provide a borrower v,r:ith accurate and timely information and documents in 
21 response to the borrower's requests for information v.ith respect to the borrower's mortgage 
22 loan." 
23 622. Moffatt Thomas and Jon Stenquist filed contradictory, misleading and fraudulent 
24 motions and affidavits in order to assist PHH and Just Law in their attempt to wrongfully and 
25 :fraudulently foreclose. 
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623. Moffatt Thomas and Jon Stenquist informed the Nickersons' counsel Chase had 
2 admitted fault, knew they had substantial exposure, and were willing and prepared to settle. 
3 However, Just Law and Kipp Manwaring squashed Chase's attempt to settle, and Moffatt 
4 Thomas and Jon Stenquist continued to present false and contradictory information in order to 
s assist PHH and Just Law's fraudulent foreclosure. 
6 624. Furthermore, Yloffatt Thomas' and Jon Stenquist's actions and conduct generally 
7 and specifically violate LC. § 3-201. Duties of Attorneys. "In addition to such duties as the 
8 Supreme Court may by rule prescribe, it is the duty of the attorney and counselor: 
9 1. To support the constitution and laws of the United States and of this state. 
10 2. To maintain the respect due to the courts of justice and judicial officers. 
l I 3. To counsel or maintain such actions, proceedings or defenses only as appear to 
l2 him legal or just, except the defense of a person charged with a public offense. 
13 4. To employ, for the purpose of maintaining the causes confided to him, such 
14 means only as are consistent with truth, and never seek to mislead the judges by an 
15 artifice or false statement of fact or law. 
16 5. To maintain inviolate the confidence, and at every peril to himself, to preserve 
17 the secrets of his clients. 
18 6. To abstain from all offensive personality, and to advance no fact prejudicial to 
19 the honor or reputation of a party or witness, unless required by the justice of the cause 
20 with which he is charged. 
21 7. Not to encourage either the commencement or the continuance of an action or 
22 proceeding from any motive of passion or interest. 
23 8. Never to reject for any consideration personal to himself, the cause of the 
24 defenseless or the oppressed.'" 
25 
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625. I.RE. 502. Lawyer-client privilege. "(d) Exceptions. There is no privilege under 
2 this rule: (1) Furtherance of crime or fraud. If the services of the lawyer were sought or 
3 obtained to enable or aid anyone to commit or plan to commit what the client knew or reasonably 
4 should have known to be a crime or fraud." 
5 626. yfoffatt Thomas' and Jon Stenquist's breach of duty of care has resulted in 
6 incalculable monetary and emotional damages. 
7 627. Moffatt Thomas and Jon Stenquist are accomplices by their actions and inactions, 
g communication and silence, to all abuse, damages, injuries and losses experienced by the 
9 Nickersons as described in this complaint in its entirety. 
10 628. Moffatt Thomas and Jon Stenquist could have stopped this abuse years ago when 
11 they first got the file and became involved with this wrongful and fraudulent foreclosure. 
12 629. Cbase has kno""n the truth and been a perpetrator of fraud from the beginning. 
13 630. Moffatt Thomas and Jon Stenquist could have, were obligated to and should have 
14 reported the fraud and criminal actions of Chase to this Court and to the proper authorities 1) due 
15 to the life threatening consequences of their clients actions that were causing extreme bodily 
16 harm and clearly threatening the life and health of the Nickersons, 2) to prevent their client from 
17 perpetuating criminal actions already committed and allowing them to commit new crimes, 3) to 
18 prevent, mitigate and rectify substantial injury to the financial interests and property of the 
19 Nickersons, 4) to comply with their attorney's oath, common Laws, duty of care, and other such 
20 just and honorable statutes and laws. 
21 631. Chase, PHH and Just law were planning a murderous plot to rob, kill and destroy 
22 the Kickersons, their wealth and their established way oflife. 
23 632. Moffatt Thomas and Jon Stenquist knew this and did nothing proactive to curtail 
24 the fraud, abuse or other criminal actions. 
25 
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633. Rather they joined the plot as co-conspirators and concealed the truth so their 
2 sinister plot could play itself out. 
3 634. Moffatt Thomas and Jon Stenquist know Chase employees researched the 
4 Nickersons account, found cleverly hidden errors, sent them to research, got the account fixed, 
5 informed the Nickersons countless times all was okay and they had provided written requests for 
6 research to send the Kickersons appropriate documentation of Chase's errors and lies. 
7 635. These Chase employees told the Nickersons the Chase file was well documented 
8 of the errors, omissions, misapplied payments, double charges, forced placed insurance, etc. The 
9 Chase representatives even read the notes from their screen they had taken from the Nickersons. 
Io It was a11 there on their screen. 
11 636. On each conversation the Kickersons confirmed the conversations were being 
12 taped by a third party entity and could be accessed and retrieved by the Nickersons should it ever 
13 be needed. At that time, the Nickersons had no reason not to believe these representatives were 
14 telling the truth. 
15 637. Wells Fargo representatives corroborated and confirmed Chase's reporting had 
16 been corrected, that the Nickersons account showed current and in good standing, and that Chase 
17 was required to keep and protect the communication records as they had stated to the Kickersons 
18 638. Jon Stenquist 1) knew the truth, 2) knows the truth, 3) has had access to the truth, 
19 and 4) has stated Chase knows they messed up in a major way with the Nickersons account. 
20 639. Yet, Jon Stenquist, after communicating with Just Law about settling the case 
21 personally, and in his official capacity as representation for Chase on behalf of Moffatt Thomas, 
22 1) chose and is choosing to turn a deaf ear to the Nickersons pleas for relief, 2) hid and is 
23 facilitating the continued hiding and concealment of discovery needed to prove the truth, 3) has 
24 apparently lied to the Court about Chase's ownership of the property and possession of the Note 
25 in order to avert providing discovery that would implicate Chase, 4) knew the documents 
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presented to prove standing were fraudulent, 5) knew the financial hardships facing the 
2 Nickersons were burdensome and oppressive, 6) knew the actions of Chase were exponentially 
3 magnifying financial discrimination and hardships on the Nickersons and prohibiting their ability 
4 to properly defend themselves in this action, 7) knew Chase blocked representatives from 
5 accessing their account, 8) knew what paperwork the Nickersons had and did not have and 
6 conspired with PHH to build their claims and defense around it, 9) knew Chase had refused to 
7 comply -..vith federal guidelines and provide reasonable and required documentation, despite 
8 numerous and written requests by the Nickersons and Chase representatives. 
9 640. Jon Stenquist and Yloffatt Thomas have dirty and unclean hands, know the truth, 
1 D have chosen to walk the path of criminals, have breached general duty of care in these and more 
11 ways to be proven at trial, and have caused and are guilty and liable for the significant, severe 
12 and extreme damages, injuries and losses to the Nickersons as described in 1heir complaint in its 
l 3 entirety. 
14 641. As a result of Moffatt Thomas' and Jon Stenquist's breach of duty of care, the 
15 Nickersons have suffered significant and substantial damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
16 NINETEENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
17 Count I -TRESPASSING 
18 Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
19 Third Party Defendant Just Law 
20 642. LC. § 18-7011. Criminal Trespass - Definition and Punishment. "(1) Any 
21 person who, without consent of the owner or person in charge of any lands which are inclosed by 
22 fences of any description sufficient to show the boundaries of the land inclosed, shall go upon 
23 such lands and shall leave open any gates on or about said premises, or who shall tear down or 
24 lay down any fencing, or who shall willfully remove, mutilate, damage or destroy any "No 
25 Trespassing' signs or markers, or who shall go through cultivated crops that have not been 
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harvested, or who shall damage any property thereon, or who without permission of the ov.'Iler or 
2 the owner's agent enters the real property of another person where such real property is posted 
3 with 'No Trespassing' signs or other notices ofllke meaning ... , is guilty of a misdemeanor. .. " 
4 643. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every al1egation above in their answer 
5 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
6 644. PHH and Just Law have hired and ordered property inspectors to trespass upon 
7 the Nickersons land. 
8 645. PHH and Just Law's property inspectors have plowed their way through and past 
9 the Kickersons, their property boundaries and No Trespassing signs to unlawfully trespass upon 
1 o the Nickersons property and take photographs of the Nickersons, their family, their livestock and 
l I their property. 
12 646. PHH and Just Law's property inspectors informed the Nickersons that they were 
13 specifically directed, told to ignore and hired to trespass and violate the Nickersons property 
14 boundaries by the mortgage company. 
15 647. The property inspectors continued to trespass despite the Nickersons telling them 
16 not to. 
17 648. PHH and Just Law's property inspectors repeatedly crossed the Nickerson 
18 property boundaries after being informed that doing so constituted criminal trespass. 
19 649. The inspectors did this with a total disregard of the Nickersons, their property 
20 rights, their formal and informal requests and their clear and persistent demands the boundaries 
21 be respected, honored and obeyed. 
22 650. The inspectors ignored the Nickersons and continued to trespass even after the 
23 Nickersons contacted PHH with a cease and desist request and after counsel informed opposing 
24 counsel 1) PHH must stop harassing, vexing and annoying the Nickersons, 2) cited the 
25 
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inappropriateness of their actions, 3) pointed out the illegality of trespassing, 4) directed the 
2 Nickersons to post the property, and 5) initiated legal sanctions. 
p.151 
3 651. PHH, Just Law, the property inspectors or allegedly those acting on their behalf 
4 removed numerous No Trespassing signs from the Nickerson's property. 
5 652. This blatant disregard and violation of the Nickersons property rights 1) created 
6 reality based fear. 2) triggered concerns of theft and property defamation; 3) generated 
7 unfounded exposure of the property and personal possessions; 4) forced a mental breach of home 
8 security; 5) violated thei.t: persons and identity; 6) robbed the Nickersons of the purchased benefit 
9 of end of the road privacy; 7) denied the Nickersons the enjoyment and benefits of their place of 
10 retreat to get away from it all; 8) created security concerns and thus Loss of freedom for the 
11 Nickersons and their family; 9) breached the privacy of, upset the activities of and alarmed the 
12 Nickersons and their guests; 10) interrupted family gatherings and activities; 11) required 
13 additional security measures; 12) placed the Nickersons at undue risk of victimization~ 13) 
14 demonstrated an intent to intimidate and bully the Nickersons; 14) startled and frightened 
15 everyone thus creating unnecessary unfounded and undue stress, frustration, irritation, fear and 
16 anger; and 15) created undue financial, premise and comprehensive liability for the Nickersons, 
17 their persons, their farm equipment, their property, their livestock, their guests, their 
18 homeo,:vner's policy, the inspectors and those in the inspectors' vehicles, because the inspectors 
19 speedily entered the property and unsafely traversed over a hill without visibility to access a 




653. PHH and Just Law's trespassing has damaged the Nickersons, at a minimum, in 
the following ways: created distrust and emotional distress, and stole the Nickersons safety and 
security and rights to privacy. 
654. As a result of PHH' s and Just Law's trespassing, the Nickersons have suffered 
25 significant and substantial damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
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TWENTIETH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Count 1 - LIBEL A1'"D SLANDER OF CREDIT 
Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 





5 655. "The injury to Plaintiff's persons does not need to be physical, and the Court finds 
6 that damage to Plaintiffs credit reputation qualifies as an injury to his person sufficient to 
7 authorize recovery for emotional distress as long as that injury causes a pecuniary Loss. See id. 
8 (noting that 'injury to the person' includes 'injury to reputation');" Brash v. PHH MORTGAGE 
9 CORPORATJO,V, No. 4 09-CV-146 (CDL) (M.D. Ga. Mar. 4, 2011). 
10 656. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
11 and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
12 657. PHH and Chase have libeled and slandered the Nickersons credit by falsely 
13 reporting Late payments and pursuing foreclosure. 
14 658. PHH has libeled and slandered the Kickersons credit by posting both the non-
l5 judicial and judicial foreclosures in the newspaper and by contacting other creditors and 
16 providing them falsified and damaging information. 
17 659. Upon the alleged transfer of servicing, PHH immediately started foreclosure 
l8 proceedings by sending the Nickersons a Notice of Intention to Foreclose claiming the 
19 Nickersons were in default for misse-d monthly payments. 
20 660. The Nickersons disputed the alleged default with proof of payments and 
21 unrecorded transactions. 
22 
23 
661. PID-I made no attempt to research or resolve the disputed default. 
662. PHH prevented, prohibited and blocked all efforts of the Nickersons to resolve the 
24 disputed default. 
25 
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663. PHH blatantly, consistently and persistently refused to accept periodic monthly 
2 payments from the Nickersons. 
3 664. Because PIIl-1 blocked all attempts of the Nickersons to cure any alleged default, 
4 PHH had no right or basis to report anything to the credit reporting agencies. 
5 665. PHH has claimed they did not have any account records from Chase until August 
6 of 2012 when they received a copy of the account history as part of the discovery process. The 
7 account history Chase provided clearly showed a principal balance of $0 in November of2009 
8 and a negative balance, $-1,186.90 on January 21, 2010, which indicates there was no default. 
9 666. PHH did not and does not O\\'Il or hold the Nickersons Note and Mortgage and 
10 therefore, has no right to foreclose or report anything to the credit reporting agencies. 
11 667. Chase's records were inaccurate and disputed by the Nickersons. Therefore, 
12 Chase had no right to report anything negative to the credit reponing agencies until researching 
13 and resolving the dispute. 
14 668. Foreclosure actions cause severe damage to a persons credit. Foreclosure reports 
15 cause a person to lose 200-300 points on their credit score. (Exhibit 22) 
16 669. Chase employees informed the Nickersons that when accessing the account they 
17 were running the Nickersons credit and in so doing were causing a negative impact upon the 
L 8 Nickersons credit. 
19 
20 
670. PHH and Chase have libeled and slandered the Nickersons credit. 
671. PHH' s and Chase's libel and slander of credit, in and of itself, and in conjunction 
21 with the other criminal, abusive and damaging actions as described in this complaint in its 
22 entirety, demonstrates their malicious, wicked and evil intentions, motives and purposes. PHH, 
23 Chase, Just Law and their accomplices repeatedly, willfully and purposefully lied and are lying. 
24 
25 
672. They slandered the Nickersons, their name and their established way oflife. 
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673. They threatened, then intentionally, Y.l[Ongfully, illegally and otherwise needless! 
2 hit the Nickersons credit frequently and on a weekly basis in order to reduce their credit score 
3 and create rmdue, unfounded and undeserved hardship for the Nickersons. 
4 674. This act was committed blatantly enough to create such concern in a personal 
5 banker that the banker notified the Nickersons about it. 
6 675. Without foundation or basis, they made clear, specific and targeted threats to 
7 destroy the Nickersons credit score 1) to prevent Mr. Nickerson from contracting and securing 
8 income, 2) to prevent the Nickersons from being able to access any money from other assets, 3) 
9 to cause the Nickersons loss of business opportunities and income, 4) to bankrupt the 
10 Nickersons, and 5) to ruin their life if the Nickersons did not succumb to their proposed 
LL blackmail threats and sign the title on the property over. Then they followed their evil and 
l2 wicked scheme and caused extreme suffering, damages, losses and injuries to the Nickersons. 
13 676. They inappropriate]y and illegally contacted and communicated with other 
l 4 creditors, reported falsified and damaging information to tarnish and break down the Nickersons 
15 long standing, earned and firmly established relationship with them, and unlawfully pressured 
16 them to provide financial and transaction information about the Nickerson's accounts to them. 
17 677. They relentlessly lied, harassed, annoyed, broke laws and attempted to break 
18 dovvn the Nickersons longstanding relationship with Wells Fargo. Wells Fargo specifically 
19 expressed concerns over the brashness, forwardness, false statements, and thus \vTongful 
20 intentions, of Bradon Howen, to ruin not only the Nickersons but their established way of life 
21 and lifestyle. 
22 678. The principals used their power, connections and sizeable weights to manipulate 
23 and pressure the Nickersons through the systematic and categorical destruction of their credit. 
24 
25 
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679. In essence, in order to secure the unjust enrichment of the Nickersons property 
2 and equity, PHH, Chase, Just Law and the other principals imposed widespread sanctions on the 
3 Nickersons by block1ng and holding hostage their assets, money, resources, and credit. 
4 680. As a result, the Nickersons have suffered 1) substantial and comprehensively 
5 incalculable loss of income; 2) irreparable loss of well-established, earned and highly respected 
6 executive level careers; 3) significantly higher interest rates during a time of historically low 
7 interest rates; 4) denied credit, credit lines, equity lines, merchant accounts, credit cards, 
8 refinances, other credit opportunities; 5) loss oflongstanding (over 20 years) and established 
9 credit, credit cards, credit limits and credit lines with perfect payment and loan histories; 6) 
IO extreme, outrageous and relentless financial, personal and professional discriminations; 7) 
1 l strained and dissolved creditor relationships solely due and based on reported poor credit scores; 
12 8) loss of incalculable and intrinsic value of earning and possessing perfect credit scores; 9) 
l3 prohibitions and inability to apply for new credit, credit lines and loans; 10) inability to service, 
14 maintain, repair or replace vehicles and equipment posing safety hazards and calculable value 
15 loss; 11) prevention of developing, improving, expanding and accumulating existing and new 
16 assets and opportunities; 12) countless and unrecoverable loss of investment opportunities and 
17 professional advancement; 13) legitimate and remarkable safety and security exposure, breaches 
18 and hazards; 14) noteworthy, devastating, significant and extreme physicaJ, financial and 






68 l. As a result of PHH's and Chase's libel and slander of credit, the Nickersons have 
suffered significant and substantial damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
TWENTY-FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
Count 1 - CIVIL CONSPIRACY 
Against Counter-Defendant PHH and 
All Third Party Defendants 
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682. The essence of a cause of action for civil conspiracy is the civil \\>Tong committed 
2 as the objective of the conspiracy, not the conspiracy itself. Argonaut Ins. Co. v. White, 86 Idaho 
3 374, 379, 386 P.2d 964, 966 (1963). A civil conspiracy exists if there is an agreement between 
4 two or more to accomplish an un]av.rful objective or to accomplish a lawful objective in an 
5 unlawful manner. ]vfcPheters v. Maile, 138 Idaho 391, 64 P.3d 317 (2003). 
6 683. I.C. § 18-1701. Criminal Conspiracy Defined. "If two (2) or more persons 
7 combine or conspire to commit any crime or offense prescribed by the laws of the state ofldaho, 
8 and one (1) or more of such persons does any act to effect the object of the combination or 
9 conspiracy, each shall be punishable upon conviction in the same manner and to the same extent 
10 as is provided under the laws of the state ofidaho for the punishment of the crime or offenses 
11 that each combined to commit." 
12 684. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
!3 and c-ollllterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
l4 685. PHH, Chase, Just Law and all other Third Party Defendants conspired together to 
l5 launch and prosecute this v..Tongful, fraudulent and malicious foreclosure against the Nickersons. 
16 686. PHH, Coldwell, or Mortgage Service Center allegedly acquired servicing rights to 
17 the Nickersons loan on February 5, 20IO, (Exhibit 4), and PHH and Coldwell immediately 
18 initiated the foreclosure process by sending a NOTICE OF I~TENTION TO FORECLOSE 
J 9 (Exhibits 2 and 3). 
20 687. The Nickersons immediately contacted Coldwell and PHH and asked why they 
21 received these letters, told them something was very wrong with the records because they were 
22 not in default. The Nickersons irrefutably disputed any alleged default, any specifically claimed 
23 amount, and requested to be allowed to continue to make payments, but PHH denied their 
24 request and refused to research the alleged default. 
25 
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688. PHH claimed they did not have account records from Chase and refused to listen 
2 to or address the Nickersons dispute of any default. The Nickersons provided proof of payments 
3 and other transactions demonstrating the records were inaccurate, and requested PHH provide 
4 details and proof of default. PHH refused to provide any information, refused to accept periodic 
5 payments from the Nickersons and presented fabricated, bogus, and fraudulent blackmail claims, 
6 prevented and prohibited the Nickersons resolution attempts, and pursued a Y..TOngful and 
7 fraudulent foreclosure. 
8 689. Chase allegedly purchased the Nickersons' loan on December 3, 2009, (Exhibit 
9 9). However, in order to avoid exp<isure and further implication, Chase claimed eight (8) times in 
10 their answers to interrogatories in 2012 that they were only the servicer of the Nickersons loan 
11 not the owner. Then in January 2014 Chase claimed they still possess the Nickersons Note and 
12 Mortgage. 
13 690. Chase, Just Law and PHH conspired together to craft and record a fraudulent, 
14 inaccurate, misleading and robe-signed Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note 
15 (Exhibit 8). 
16 691. This assignment (Exhibit 8) is ·wrought with fraud. It did not transfer or assign 
l7 anything. No transfer of possession of the Note or Mortgage took place. Chase claims they 
18 owned and still own the Note as of January 2014 (Exhibit 1). Recording a false or forged 
19 instrument is a felony. I.C. § 18-3203. 
20 692. Another indication of the fraudulent nature of this assignment is the fact that it 
21 mentions Just Law as the trustee. PHH has no legal authority or rights to appoint Just Law as the 
22 trustee until after a legal and authentic assignment has been executed and recorded. 
23 693. PHH, Just Law and Chase conspired together to fraudulently create a default, 
24 fraudulently craft and record an assignment (Exhibit 8), an Appointment of Trustee (Exhibit 23), 
25 and a Notice of Default (Exhibit 24), in order for PHH and Just Law to attempt an unjust, 
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unlawful, wrongful and fraudulent non-judicial foreclosure to unjustly gain the equity in the 
2 property. 
3 694. The non-judicial foreclosure attempt was finally thwarted by the Nickersons 
p.158 
4 obtaining counsel and threatenjng legal action. However, the conspiracy and resulting unlawful 
5 actions did not end. 
6 695. PHH, Chase and Just Law continued to conspire together to initiate and prosecute 
7 a judicial foreclosure knowing PHH was not the note holder (Exhibits 1, 6, and 9). 
8 696. Throughout the judicial forec1osure process PHH and Chase have fraudulently 
9 claimed Chase was only a servicer not an owner or holder of the Note in order to deceptively and 
10 maliciously represent to the Court PHH had the right and standing to foreclose. However, the 
11 evidence (Exhibits l and 9) clearly and unequivocally demonstrates PHH's claim and right to 
12 foredose is a complete fabrication out of thin air. It has no substance nor evidemiary basis. 
13 697. PHH, Chase, Just Law, those working on their behalf, and other for now unnamed 
14 entities (because the Nickersons must conduct further investigation to find out if their 
15 involvement is as an accomplice or unwilling pawns of the named conspirator), voluntarily, 
16 willfully, maliciously and unlawfully conspired together to illegally foreclose on the Nickersons 
17 property. 
18 698. All parties and other princ:ipals, by direct and indirect actions and inactions, 
19 commissions and omissions, in part and as a whole, have worked as agents and co-conspirators 
20 "vith full knowledge, acceptance, responsibility and liability for the actions and inactions of the 
21 others. 
22 699. All parties and other principals named in this suit have had and have been given 
23 access to conceaJed truths and illegal activities behind these proceedings and failed to exercise 
24 good faith and sound discretion in preventing, prohibiting, and stopping the criminal and 
25 
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unlawful abuse and trauma being forged against the Nickersons through and throughout these 
2 fraudulent proceedings. 
3 700. All parties were and are aware of the fraud and illegality associated with PHH an 
4 establishing standing, claiming default, and asserting injuries. 
5 701. All parties chose to remain silent, provided different levels of assistance and 
6 facilitation, and conspired together with PHH to unlawfully carry out their evil and wicked plans 
7 to fraudulently and wrongfully foreclose on the Nickersons property and steal their equity. 
8 702. The multi layers, depths, levels and lengths these conspirators have gone to in 
9 order to abuse the financial and legal systems, steal the Nickersons ranch, equity and established 
10 way oflife is inconceivable. 
11 703. The Nickersons have been unduly burdened, shocked and overwhelmed at the 
12 task commissioned and challenged by the Court to scour the records and prove their case. 
13 Virtually every stone unturned from the closing table to present has been contaminated, fraught 
14 and drenched in evil, wicked and greedy intentions and schemes designed to gain oojust 
15 enrichment and unlawful gain. 
16 704. The Legal and Judicial systems have been manipulated to use and abuse the 









705. This is domestic terrorism: 
The USA Patriot Act (Uniting and Strengthening America By Providing 
Appropriate Tools Required To Intercept and Obstruct Terrorism) Section S02 of 
the USA PATRIOT Act (Pub. L. No. 107-52) indicates domestic terrorism is 
when they engage in an act that (A) invoh•es ads dangerous to human life 
that are a violation of the criminal laws of the United States or of any state, if 
the act (B) appears to be intended to (i) intimidate or coerce a ci"·ilian 
population; (ii) influen~e the policy of a government by intimidation or 
coercion; or (iii) to affect the conduct of a government by mass destruction, 
assassination or kidnapping. Additionally, the acts have to (C) occur primarily 
vvithin the territorial jurisdiction of the United States. If they do not, may be 
regarded as international terrorism. An act of terrorism means an act of domestic 
or international terrorism. 
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Domestic Terrorism is when someone engages in acts dangerous to human life that are a 
2 violation of the criminal laws of the United States or any state. The Nickersons lives have been 
3 dangerously threatened and attacked by those acting as conspirators and co-conspirators. 
4 Destroying the life, way oflife and ability to sustain life with a wrongful foreclosure action that 
5 is based solely on falsified documents, fraudulent record keeping, willful evidence concealment 
6 and destruction, abusive verbal assaults, counterfeited bookkeeping, and other forms of extreme 
7 mortgage abuse and unfair debt collection and predatory lending practices constitutes an intent to 
8 perform an act that is dangerous to human life and is in violation of the C nited States 
9 Constitution, Idaho Constitution, Idaho code, Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, RESP A, Fair Debt 
tO Collection Practices Act, good faith and fair dealing, common law and case law. 
II 706. Based on their respective definitions and the reality of the situation, both 
12 organized and voluntarily established chain and wheel conspiracies have co-existed in their own 
13 right, as separate entities, and with intent to commit crimes, offenses and overt acts against the 
14 Nickersons, this Court and the world at large. 
15 707. At a minimum, these conspiracies have resulted in significant, severe and 
16 substantial damage, trauma and injury to the Nickersons, as stated in this cause of action and in 
17 conjunction v..ith all other damages losses and injuries contained in this complaint in its entirety. 
18 708. These conspirators have done this by severely breaking down and effectually 
19 ending the Nickersons trust in the judicial, financial, legal systems and societal structures in 
20 Idaho, and by effectually destroying and slaughtering their life and way of life. Because all 
21 relationships are based on trust, this has affected and damaged virtually every relationship in 
22 their life; created potentially irreparable crisis of belief; instigated fear and distrust in the 
23 existence and non-existence of rights, truth and justice; traumatized their personal, professional 
24 and financial lives, reputations and established way oflife; expended life savings and resources 
25 
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defending a vvrongful foreclosure action that was and is being pursued without cause or legal 
2 basis; robbed the Nickersons of life, the breath of life, the peace of life. 
3 709. Each conspirator has maliciously compounded the damages, injuries and losses 
4 suffered by the Nickersons by their personal involvement, and failures and unwillingness to stop 
5 the unlawful abuse, trauma and oppression. The terror inflicted on the Nickersons has persisted 
6 for years without any relief, resolution or reprieve. All conspirators should be held personally, 
7 professionally, individually and jointly responsible and liable for their actions and inactions and 
8 the suffering caused to the Nickersons as a direct and indirect result of those actions and 
9 inactions. 
10 710. As a result of PHH' s and all Third Party Defendants civil conspiracy, the 
11 Nickersons have suffered significant and substantial damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
12 TWENTY-SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
13 Count 1- VIOLATION OF IDAHO LAWYER'S OATH 
14 (Fraud, Malpractice, Misrepresentation and Misconduct) 
15 Against Third Party Defendants Charles C. Just, Kipp L. Manwaring, 










71 l. The Idaho Lawyer's Oath states, 
"I do solemnly swear that: (I do solemnly affirm:) I will support the Constitution 
of the United States and the Constitution of the State of Idaho. I will abide by the 
rules of professional conduct adopted by the Idaho Supreme Court. I will respect 
courts and judicial officers in keeping with my role as an officer of the court. I 
will represent my clients with vigor and zeal. and will preserve inviolate their 
confidences and secrets. I will never seek to mislead a court or opposing party by 
false statement of fact or law, and will scrupulously honor promises and 
commitments made. I will attempt to resolve matters expeditiously and with 
unnecessary expense. I will contribute time and resources to public service, and 
never reject, for any consideration personal to myself, the cause of the defenseless 
or oppressed. I will conduct myself personally and professionally in conformity 
with the high standards of my profession. So Help Me God. (I hereby affirm.)'"' 
From Idaho Bar Commission Rules - As promulgated by the Board of 
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Commissioners of the Idaho State Bar and adopted by Order of the Supreme 
Court of the State ofldaho. 
An Officer of the Court is: 
p.162 
'"any person who has an obligation to promote justice and effective operation of 
the judicial system, including judges, the attorneys who appear in court, bailiffs, 
clerks, and other personnel. As officers of the coun lawyers have an absolute 
ethical duty to tell judges the truth, including avoiding dishonesty or evasion 
about reasons the attorney or his/her client is not appearing, the location of 
documents and other matter related to conduct of the courts." W¥.w.legal-
dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/officer+of+the +court 
I DO SOLEMNLY SWEAR 
"Oaths are not taken alone: they must be administered, and the act of the oath is 
generally one of public notice. They are said aloud, in a manner that ensures at 
least the appearance of being voluntary. The oath represents an assurance that 
invites reliance by the people subject to the official's authority. Such solemn 
promises have a distinct claim on the imagination, not unlike marital vows; for as 
long as the vow is not released, we perceive a strong moral duty to the people to 
whom an oath is given that it must be honored. The oath is not, then only to God, 
or only to oneself, or to one's own moral code; it is taken and so made to other 
individuals. There is one last basis for the oath, an idea that it represents a bond 
between the oath-taker and an abstract notion of the institution served or the law 
itself. This is, after all the simplest meaning of a promise to 'preserve, protect and 
defend the Constitution.' The meaning of oaths to protect the U.S. Constitution 
has had a profound effect on American law. Chief Justice Marshall's closing 
paragraphs of his opinion in Marbury based the obligation of judicial review on 
them. '\.Vhy otherwise does it (the Constitution) direct judges to take an oath to 
support it? This oath certainly applies in an especial manner, to their conduct in 
their official character. How immoral to impose it on them, if they were to be 
used as the instruments, and the knowing instruments, for violating what they 
swear to support!"' I Do Solemnly Swear: The Moral Obligations of Legal 
Officials by Steve Sheppard. Cambridge University Press 
Legal YI:axim: 
A maxim is "a sure foundation or ground of art, and a conclusion of reason, 
because a maxim is of the same worthiness and most certain authority as 
something which is completely proved to everyone, so sure and uncontrollable as 
that they ought not to be questioned." - Selected Writing of Sir Edward Coke 
from I Do Solemnly Swear: The Moral Obligations of Legal Officials by Steve 
Sheppard. Cambridge University Press 
Sir Edward Coke 
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"An influential figure of Renaissance England and a great jurist, Sir Edward Coke 
bravely fought for the supremacy of the Common Law over the monarchy ... His 
writings on English common law, along with those of Sir William Blackstone, 
greatly influenced U.S. Jaw and were considered required reading for U.S. 
lawyers until well into the nineteenth century." Contemporary with Shakespeare 
and Francis Bacon. Born in 1552. From www.legal-
dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Sir+Edward+Coke 
716. Due Process of Law: 
"Law in its regular course of administration through courts of justice. 3 Story, 
Const.264, 661. 'Due process of law in each particular case means such an 
exercise of the powers of the government as the settled maxims of law permit and 
sanction, and under such safeguards for the protection of individual rights as thos 
maxims prescribe for the class of cases to which the one in question belongs.' 
Cooley, Const. Lira. 441. Whatever difficulty may be experienced in giving to 
those terms a definition which ·will embrace every permissible exertion of power 
affecting private rights, and exclude such as is forbidden, there can be no doubt of 
their meaning when applied to judicial proceedings. They then mean a course of 
legal proceedings according to those rules and principles which have been 
established in our systems of jurisprudence for the enforcement and protection of 
private rights. To give such proceedings any validity, there must be a tribunal 
competent by its constitution." Black's Law Dictionary 2°d edition 
71 7. Nickersons allege and reallege each and every allegation above in their answer 
and counterclaim as if set forth in its entirety in this cause of action. 
718. "I will support the Constitution of the United States." 
a. Violation #1 - Deprivation of property and due process of law. 
1. Amendment V of the U.S. Constitution- "No person shall be ... deprived of 
life: liberty, or property~ without due process of law." 
11. The l'<ickersons have been deprived of due process of law by, among other 
things, the Third Party Defendants violation of, or failure to abide by the 
following legal maxims: 
ex maleflcio non oritur contractus - a contract cannot arise out of an illegal 
act 
ex turpi causa non oritur actio - an illegal contract cannot be enforced 
ex dolo malo non oritur action - no right of action can have its origin in fraud 
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ex dolo malo actio non oritur - a right of action cannot arise out of fraud 
Jraus omnia vitial - fraud vitiates everything 
domus sua cuique est lutissimum refugium - to everyone his house is his 
safest refuge 
nemo dat quod non habit - one cannot grant what one does not have 
afjirmanti non neganti incumbit probatio-the burden of proof is upon him 
who affirms, not upon him who denies. 
nemo tenetur ad impossibile - no one is required to do what is impossible 
a/legans contraria non est audiendus - one making contradictory statements 
is not to be heard 
fraus est celare fraudem - it is a fraud to conceal a fraud 
fraus et jus nunquam cohabitant - fraud and justice never dwell together 
justitia nemini neganda est- justice is to be denied to no one 
lex punit mendaciam - the law punishes false hood 
merilo beneficium legis amittit, qui legem ipsam subvertere intendit - he 
justly loses the benefit of the law who seeks to infringe the law 
minatur innocentibus qui parcit nocentibus - he threatens the innocent who 
spares the guilty 
nemo punitur pro alieno delicto - no one is punished for the crime of another 
nullus commodum capere potest ex sua injuria propria - no one can derive 
an advantage from his own wrong 
qui non obstat quod obstare potestfacere videtur-he who does not prevent 
what he is able to prevent, is considered as committing the thing 
qui non prohibet quod prohihere potest assentire videtur - he who does not 
prohibit when he is able to prohibit, is in fault 
suppressio veri expressio falsi - a suppression of truth is equivalent to an 
expression of falsehood 
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frustra legis auxilium quaerit qui in legem comittit - he who offends against 
the law vainly seeks the help of the law 
actio non datur no,r damnificata - an action is not given to one who is not 
injured. 
reprobata pecunia leberat solventem - money refused releases the debtor 
crimen omnia ex se nata vitiat - crime vitiates everything which springs from 
it 
b. Violation #2 - Deprivation of a jury trial. By petitioning for and obtaining a 
removal of our jury trial, Charles Just and Kipp Manwaring violated the 
Nickersons fundamental constitutional rights to a trial by jury. 
719. "l will support the Constitution of the State of Idaho." 
a. Violation# 1 - Deprivation of inalienable rights. 
"All men are by nature free and equal, and have certain inalienable rights, among 
which are enjoying and defending life and liberty; acquiring, possessing and 
protecting property; pursuing happiness and securing safety." Art. I § 1 
Charles Just, Kipp Manwaring, Jason Rammell and Jon Stenquist: 
1. Violated the Nickersons right of enjoying life - fear of foreclosure, shame, 
time consumed fighting lawsuit, lost work opportunities and income, extreme 
stress, inability to relax and have fun. 
11. Violated the Nickersons rights of possessing and protecting their property- 1) 
told and informed the Nickersons there was no use in trying to protect their 
property 2) flaunted they would succeed and prevail in foreclosure, 3) 
thwarted efforts at defending this lawsuit by deceiving the court with lies, 
misrepresentation and fraud, and 4) abused the legal system to revmrd the 
guilty and punish the innocent. 
iii. Violated the Nickersons rights of pursuing happiness and securing safety -
domus sua cuique est tutissimum refugium - to everyone his house is his 
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safest refuge. They knew PHH's alleged default was wrong and they did not 
have a case bm they persisted in this wrongful foreclosure in order to steal the 
Nickersons home. In so doing, they stole the safety and security of the 
Nickersons and robbed any happiness and joy the Nickersons had in their 
Idaho ranch. 
b. Violation #2-Deprivation of Due Process of Law 
"No person shall ... be deprived of life, liberty or property without due process of 
law." Art. l § 13 
Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist deprived the 
Nickersons of due process. Due proce_ss was violated by filing a complaint 
without standing or injury. Due process was violated by basing a lawsuit on a 
false, forged and mutating default, and invalid, false, misleading and fraudulent 
instruments, mortgage documents and affidavits. Due process was violated by 
filling the court record with lies, deceit, fraud, criminal activity and injustice. Due 
process was violated by not upholding the oaths they have taken. 
c. Violation #3 - Deprivation of Jury Trial 
"The right of trial by jury shall remain inviolate." Art. I § 7 
By petitioning for and obtaining a removal of our jury trial from the court, 
Charles Just and Kipp Manwaring violated the Nickersons constitutional right to a 
jury trial. 
720. "I will abide by the rules of professional conduct." 
a. Violation #J -Breaking the law 
"A lav.ryer' s conduct should conform to the requirements of the law ... " 
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Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist have, at a 
minimum, broken the following laws: J.C.§§ 18-1701, 18-2601, 18-3203, 18-
5408, and U.S.C. §§ 1692b(6), 1692c(b), 1692e(8), 1692f(6)(C). 
b. Violation #2 - Illegitimate use of the law procedures. 
p.167 
"A lawyer should use the law's procedures only of legitimate purposes and not to 
harass or intimidate others." 
Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist have misused 
and abused the law's procedures by prosecuting an unlawful and ¥;TOngful non-
judicial foreclosure and judicial foreclosure; by prosecuting this judicial 
foreclosure knovling PHH and Chase, through their attorneys of record, provided 
false and fraudulent, inaccurate, incomplete records, statements, documents, 
assignments, affidavits and other such contradictory evidence; and by using the 
judicial process to conceal and hide the true chain of ownership including the 
identity of the current owner. They have concealed the chain of title and 
ownership and the irrefutable facts that PHH did not and does not have standing 
or right to bring their complaint. 
c. Violation #3 - Illegitimate use of the law procedures. 
"A lawyer should use the law's procedures only oflegitimate purposes and not to 
harass or intimidate others." 
Charles Just, Kipp Manwaring, Jason Rammell and Jon Stenquist used the 
depositions, inspections, communications ""ith third parties and these proceedings 
to harass and intimidate the Nickersons. 
d. Violation #4 - Assisting a client in a criminal or fraudulent act. 
"A lawyer shall not counsel a dient to engage, or assist a client, in conduct that 
the la~'Yer knows is criminal or fraudulent" Rule 1.2 (d) 
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Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist assisted their 
clients in known to them criminal and fraudulent acts as is evidenced throughout 
the Nickersons answer and counterclaim. They knew and know 1) PHH did not 
have standing to bring this complaint, 2) the complaint is based on fraud, 3) the 
documents filed and recorded are forged and fraudulent, and 4) they had the 
power, legal and ethical responsibility, and knowledge to stop these proceedings 
but instead they concealed the truth, deceived the Court and irreparably damaged 
the Nickersons. 
e. Violation #5 - Bringing a proceeding without a basis in law. 
"A lawyer shall bring or defend a proceeding, or assert or controvert an issue 
therein, unless there is a basis in law." Rule 3 .1 
Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist are prosecuting 
their case knowing there was and is no basis in law. PHH has no standing, no 
injury, no default, no note holder status, no beneficial interest and therefore, no 
basis in law for a complaint against the Nickersons. 
f. Violation #6 - Offering and submitting false evidence into evidence. 
"A lawyer shall not knowingly: (3) offer evidence that the lawyer knows to be 
false." Rule 3.3 (a) 
Charles Just, Jason Ramm.ell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist have filled the 
record with false claims, false answers and false documents. The evidence of their 
falsities is thoroughly presented throughout this answer and counterclaim as a 
whole. 
g. Violation #7 - Violating the Rules of Professional Conduct. 
"It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: (a) violate or attempt to violate the 
Rules of Professional Conduct, knowingly assist or induce another to do so, or do 
so through the acts of another." Rule 8.4 
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Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist, as 
demonstrated throughout this answer and counterclaim, have violated, in the very 
least, the following Rules of Professional Conduct: Rules 1.2, 3 .1, 3.3, and 8.4. 
h. Violation #8 - Committing a criminal act. 
"It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: (b) commit a criminal act that 
reflects adversely on the lawyer's honesty, trustvvorthiness or fitness as a lawyer 
in other respects." Rule 8.4 
Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist have committed 
criminal acts. It is a criminal act to offer false instruments for the record and or 
evidence (assignments, appointment of trustee, notice of default, affidavits) LC. 
§§ 18-2601 and 18-3203. It is criminal intent to "defraud the true owner of his 
property.'' 
1. Violation #9 - Engaging in dishonest, fraudulent and deceptive conduct. 
"It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: (c) engage in conduct involving 
dishonesty, fraud, deceit or misrepresentation." Rule 8.4 
Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist have engaged in 
dishonesty, fraud, deceit and misrepresentation as is detailed throughout this 
answer and counterclaim in its entirety. 
J. Violation #10 - Engaging in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of 
justice. 
"It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: ( d) engage in conduct that is 
prejudicial to the administration of justice." Rule 8.4 
Prejudicial - "l. Detrimental, injurious. 2. Causing or tendmg to preconceived 
judgment or convictions." W\vw.thefreedictionary.com/prejudicial 
Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist and those 
working on their behalf have engaged in conduct that is prejudicial to the 
administration of justice. It is detrimental to justice to base a lawsuit on fraud, 
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deceit and misrepresentation. It is detrimental to justice to proceed without 
establishing standing. It is detrimental to justice to lie to the Nickersons and this 
Court, not present all of the evidence and foreclose just because "that is how we 
get paid.'~ 
k. Violation #11 -Implying an ability to improperly influence a government official. 
"It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: ( e) state or imply an ability to 
influence improperly a government agency or official or to achieve results by 
means that violate the Rules of Professional Conduct or other law." Rule 8.4 
Charles Just, Jason Rammell, and Kipp Manwaring have stated and acted upon 
the philosophy that they were going to proceed with the foreclosure even though 
it was illegal and they would win implying they could easily push the illegal 
foreclosure through the judicial proceedings and that the judge would rule in their 
favor. 
1. Violation #12 - Assisting a judge in violating the rules of judicial conduct. 
"It is professional misconduct for a lawyer to: (t) knowingly assist a judge or 
judicial officer in conduct that is a violation of applicable rules of judicial conduct 
or other law." Rule 8.4 
Judicial Canon 1. "A Judge Shall Uphold the Integrity and Independence of the 
Judiciary." A. "An independent and honorable judiciary is indispensable to justice 
in our society. A judge should participate in establishing, maintaining and 
enforcing high standards of conduct, and shall personally observe those standards 
so that the integrity and independence of the judiciary will be preserved. The 
provisions of this Code are to be construed and applied to further that objective." 
Judicial Canon 2. "A Judge Shall Avoid Impropriety and the Appearance of 
impropriety in Activities that May Reflect Upon Judicial Conduct." A. "Judges 
should respect and comply with the law and should conduct themselves at all 
times in a manner that does not detract from public confidence in the integrity and 
impartiality of the judiciary." 
Judicial Canon 3. "A Judge Shall Perform the Duties of Judicial Office 
Impartially and Diligently." 
B. Adjudicative Responsibilities. (2) ··A judge shall be faithful to the law and 
maintain professional competence in it. A judge shall not be swayed by partisan 
interests, public clamor or fear of criticism." 
D. Disciplinary Responsibilities. "Judges are encouraged to bring instances of 
unprofessional conduct by judges or lawyers to their attention in order to provide 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 















Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
them opportunities to correct their errors without disciplinary proceedings, but the 
judge should file reports thereof '-\.1th the Commission of the Idaho State Bar or 
with the Judicial Council, as appropriate, when no such remedial action is 
promptly undertaken, or if the violations are flagrant or repeated." 
Charles Just, Jason Rarnmell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist have 
unanimously and steadfastly sought to assist and cause the judge to violate, 
among other violations the integrity and impartiality of the judiciary, fail to be 
faithful to the law and ignore multiple violations of unprofessional conduct by all 
lawyers involved, by causing a malicious lawsuit based solely on fraud and 
misrepresentation, brought without standing or injury, to prevail. 
m. Liability - Responsibility for the conduct of others. 
"(c) A Lawyer shall be responsible for another lawyer's violation of the Rules of 
Professional Conduct if: (2) the lawyer is a partner or has comparable managerial 
authority in the law firm in which the other la'-'')'er practices, or has dirct 
supervisor authority over the other lawyer, and knows of the conduct at a time 
when its consequence can be avoided or mitigaged but fails to take reasonable 
remedial action." Rule 5 .1 
Charles Just, as manager and owner of Just Law, is responsible for everything that 
goes on within Just Law. In addition, he signed the first document (as trustee) in 
the foreclosure process so he has been involved and aware of the proceedings 
from the beginning. He knew the non-judicial foreclosure was i11egal and knew 
and knows the judicial foreclosure is illegal. He knew about it when the 






20 721. "I will never seek to mislead the court or opposing party by false statement of fact 
21 or law." 
22 The violations of this statement are too numerous to reiterate in this cause of action and 
23 are detailed and backed up with evidentiary support throughout this answer and counterclaim in 
24 its entirety. There is virtually no document, statement, motion, affidavit or evidence submitted, 
25 
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signed or filed in this case by Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenquist 
2 that does not contain a false statement of fact or law. 
3 722. ''I will conduct myself personally and professionally in conformity with the high 
4 standards of my profession." 
5 Charles Just, Jason Rarnmell, Kipp Manwaring and Jon Stenqui.s4 as demonstrated and 
6 backed up with evidentiary support throughout this answer and counterclaim, have violated the 
7 Rules of Professional Conduct, the Lmvyer's Oath, the Constitutions of the United States and the 
8 State ofldaho, Idaho Statutes, Federal Regulations, Standards for Civility in Professional 
9 Conduct, Common Law, Common Decency, case law and professional integrity. In addition, 
to they violated this oath in the following ways: 
11 a. Engaged in inappropriate conduct during depositions including obstructive 
12 questioning, irrelevant questioning and. abrasive, abusive and hostile conduct. 
13 b. Failed to treat parties in a civil and courteous manner in oral communication. 
14 c. Knowingly misrepresented, mischaracterized, misquoted and miscited facts 
15 and/or authorities. 
16 d. Failed to be mindful of their obligations to and toward the administration of 
17 justice which i.s a truth-seeking, not truth-hiding and destroying process. 
18 e. Failed to resolve a problem (created entirely by their client) in a rational and 
19 peaceful way and instead used uncivil, deceptive, abrasive, abusive, hostile and 
20 obstructive conduct which tended to delay, or often deny justice. 
21 f. Failed to achieve the twin goals of civility and professionalism, the hallmarks of a 




723. "So Help Me God" 
"The essence of the phrase is a request to divine agency to render assistance 
(help) by being a guarantor of the oath taker's own honesty and integrity in the 
matter under question, and by implication invoking divine displeasure if the oath 
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taker fails in their duty in this regard. It therefore implies greater care than usual 
in the act of the performance of one's duty, such as in testimony to the facts of the 
matter in a court of law. The use of the phrase implies a greater degree of 
seriousness and obligation than is usually assigned to common conversation." 
Wikipedia 
724. I do solemnly swear that. So Help me God. Trusted words to be spoken only by 
noble men, honest men, trustworthy men. Men who believe in the ways and rights of our 
country. Men who believe and support our constitution and the other laws of our land. Men who 
believe injustice, truth, life, liberty, happiness and the American way. Men who understand 
professional conduct, fair play, commitments, promises, work ethic, showing respect to their 
duties and to others. Men who know the laws and are willing to defend them and see they are 
upheld. These words have been spoken by some of the greatest leaders of our nation's history. 
However, not all men are created equal when it comes to being honest, trustworthy, ethical and 
just. 
725. Charles Just, Jason Rammell, Kip Manwaring, Jon Stenquist, and others who will 
remain unnamed for now, but who have greatly contributed to the events leading up to this 
wrongful foreclosure, have all violated their oaths taken to become Idaho Lawyers and have 
subsequently damaged the Nickersons significantly, severely and extremely in the process. 
726. Their direct and indirect actions have robbed, killed and destroyed the Nickersons 
of their Life, established way of life, lifestyle, rights to life, bene.fits of life, enjoyment of life, 
hope of life, peace of life, life accomplishments, life careers, lLfe goals, life dreams, life 
successes, life resources, life health, the very breath of life. These men are premeditated 
murderers in every sense and application of its legal definition for the malicious ways they have 
planned, schemed, overpowered, devastated and killed the life of the Kickerson family. 
727. These men have categorically violated the Idaho Lawyer's Oath. These men have 
violated their oaths to support the Constitution of the United States by depriving the Nickersons 
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1 of their right to acquire, possess and defend property, right to due process oflaw, right to a jury 
2 trial, and inalienable rights to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. 
3 728. These men have failed to abide by the rules of professional conduct by I) 
4 lmowingly presenting falsified and forged evidence and statements, 2) concealing evidence, 3) 
5 refusing to provide required discovery: 4) ignoring facts presented, and 5) misrepresenting facts 
6 to the Nickersons and the Court. 
7 729. These men have failed to respect courts and judicial officers by 1) not honoring 
8 their respective roles as officers of the Court, 2) disgracing the Court and its proceedings with 
9 lies and deception, 3) conspiring to misrepresent truth and material facts, and 4) abusing 
10 opposing counsel to measures so extreme it permanently damaged his career and caused the 
11 Nickersons to suffer severe damages and injury. 
l2 730. These men have failed to adequately represent their clients by not protecting their 
13 clients from perpetuating illegal actions that hold stiff and severe civil and criminal implications. 
14 731. These men have misled the Court and the Nickersons Vvith 1) lies about beneficial 
15 interest, 2) forged documentation, 3) misrepresented codes and rulings, 4) broken promises of 
16 providing timely and specific discovery, 5) failed commitments of deposing their clients and 
17 having their clients present at the Nickersons depositions, and 6) other such misleading actions. 
18 732. These men have knowingly, willingly and willfully pursued this wrongful 
19 foreclosure knowing their clients had no beneficial interest in the property, denying any 
20 beneficial interest that may or may not exist, knowing the Nickersons have not and did not 
21 default on their commitments, knowing all allegations of the Nickersons were firmly rooted in 
22 facts and truth, knowing any and all damages were caused by their clients, not the Nickersons, 
23 knowing the Nickersons would and were experiencing extreme hardships and unnecessary 
24 expenses in defending this suit, and knowing their clients had great exposure for all they had 
25 done to the Nickersons. 
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733. These men knew the Nickersons were being abused, mistreated, and traumatized 
2 to the point of near death. 
3 734. Yet they looked for additional ways to force this wrongful foreclosure through 
4 despite and with complete disregard for how it was affecting the Nickersons. Instead of not 
5 rejecting the defenseless and oppressed as they vowed, these men became and are still the 
6 abusers and oppressors. These men, their criminal behaviors, and the immoral actions they have 
7 exhibited in this case and the ways they have treated the Nickersons by their actions and 
s inactions are a disgrace to the legal profession of the State of Idaho and to the United States of 
9 America. No wonder the founding fathers wanted to deny lawyers the right to become or remain 
lo American citizens. These are the kind of men the founding fathers had left their homeland to 
I L escape from and seek a new land because of These are the kind of men who for greedy gain and 
12 unjust enrichment have stolen our country, our property, our peace and our freedoms. 
L3 CHARLES C. JUST,ESQ. 
14 735. As a result of Charles C. lust's direct and indirect actions, behaviors, negligence, 
15 and failure in fulfilling his legal, ethical and moral responsibilities, obligations and duties, the 
16 ).Jickersons have suffered severe and ongoing emotional and monetary damages and abuse in an 
17 amount to be proven at trial. 
18 736. Charles C. Just's criminal silence and concealment of evidenc-e did, has and is 
19 continuing to allow, empower, conspire with and aid and abet the unlawful, abusive, predatory 
20 and ongoing actions of Just Law, PHH, Chase and the other principals. 
21 737. Charles C. Just's personal and moral professional failures to offer, exhibit and 
22 provide general duty of care, proper due diligence, common and human decency, ethical busines 
23 practices, contractually obligated responsibilities, fair and truthful dealing, professional 
24 competence, and appropriate regard for federal, state, local and common laws that cover such 
25 duties 1) demonstrates a blatant and total disregard for the soberness of his actions, 2) implicates 
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him as a premeditated accomplice and co-conspirator to wel1 schemed mortgage terrorism, 3) 
2 solidifies his involvement and complete alignment with the illegal acts being committed, and 4) 
3 affords him substantial liability and exposure as the owner, manager and employer of Just Law 
4 and those acting on his behalf. 
5 738. By not simply and critically verifying the authenticity and legality of all 
6 documen1at:ion and information, his actions have directly and indirectly resulted in the attempted 
7 and ongoing attempt of the theft of the Nickerson ranch and all investments, equity and way of 
8 life being threatened and lost therein. 
9 739. The inequitable and unconscionable sales and this pending foreclosure action he 
10 and his office frivolously and flippantly scheduled, signed off on and pursued without insuring 
11 the accuracy of the information, as was his and their rightful duty, was and is a wrongful 
12 foreclosure with far reaching implications for and against the Nickersons and their heirs. 
13 740. Charles C. Just and those acting on his behalf, in part and in whole, by his and 
14 the.ir actions and inactions l) initiated and proceeded with a non-judicial foreclosure when they 
15 knew it was illegal (based on deception, in violation ofl.C. § 45-1502; over forty (40) acres, 
16 forged interest, inaccurate records, fraudulent instruments, and documentation, robosigned and 
17 invalid assignments, prevention of performance, etc.); 2) initiated and proceeded with an 
18 unlawful judic.ial foreclosure when they knew it was fraudulent and there was fraud present 
19 (illegal, forged interest; inaccurate, manipulated and perpetually mutating records; concealed 
20 facts; fraudulent documents; falsified ovvnership; robosigned and invalid assignments; preventio 
21 of performance; etc.) 3) proceeded ,vith foredosure when the alleged default was not researched, 
22 verified and was disputed; 4) states PHH is unaware of any payments made or not made to Chase 
23 yet falsely claims to have verified the alleged and ever changing default amount; 5) disregarded 
24 all diligence and due process of law by concealing evidence and lying repeatedly to the Court 
25 and the Nickersons by their actions and inactions; 6) proceeded with a frivolous and deceptive 
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lawsuit when they knew it would create undue and severe hardship for the Nickersons; 7) 
2 accepted the role of Trustee and acted upon it when they knew the appointment was bogus and 
3 PHH did not have the authority, right or legal standing to appoint them; 8) failed to act as an 
4 impartial judge in all proceedings as required by his alleged Trustee status; 9) submitted and 
s based all proceedings on false and forged instruments; 10) approved and submitted unsigned 
6 notarization on Affidavit by Ron Casperite as a basis for lawsuit, pending judgment and knowing 
7 this affidavit nullified and made void all previous alleged notifications, notices and allegations o 
8 default; 11) approved and submitted assignment notarized by non-existent Gayle Craine as basis 
9 for lawsuit; 12) submitted, executed, filed a fraudulent Notice of Default, an unverified default 
10 ammmt without legal right or order which constituted libel and slander and served to vex, annoy, 
l l harass and intimidate the Nickersons; 13) executed and published a fraudulent and slanderous 
12 Notice of Trustee Sale; 14) executed and served the Nickersons via publication in the newspaper; 
13 15) maliciously published said notifications in lieu of contacting and serving the Nickersons or 
14 their counsel personally v.ithout legal justification, cause or order; 16) maliciously published 
15 false and falsified information knowing it would be damaging to the reputation, good name, 
16 character and testimony of the Nickersons and they would most certainly suffer damages, losses 
17 and injuries; 17) violated his personal responsibilities as the alleged Trustee, duties as owner and 
18 manager of Just Law, code of professional conduct, Idaho code and his oa1hs of office by serving 
19 and allowing the serving of such notices. 18) intentionally and maliciously deceived the 
20 Nickersons and deceived others about the Nickersons prior to and throughout these proceedings; 
21 19) intentionally and maliciously deceived the Court in the filing of and representations 
22 presented and made throughout these proceedings; 20) subjected the Nickersons and empowered 
23 PHH and all other principals to abuse, delay, prevent, prohibit and distract the Nickersons, these 
24 proceedings, justice being served, relief being granted, and resolution being sought and found; 
25 21) subjected the Nicker sons to substantial, significant and severe trauma and damages by 
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knowingly, willfully, unlawfully and falsely claiming and presenting to the Court that PHH was 
2 the Note Holder, had beneficial interest and had standing to bring this complaint; 22) purported 
3 the rights and falsified interest of PHH to attack the Nickersons and foreclose on the Nickcrsons 
4 property; 23) attempted unlawful foreclosure on the Nickersons property with a known to them 
5 forged, fraudulent, void and unlawful, adhesive and unconscionable Deed of Trust J.C. § 45-
6 1502; 24) operated as the face, mouth, representative and officer of the court for countless false, 
7 misleading and contradictory statements; 25) harassed, intimidated and abused the Nickersons by 
8 the personal omission, commission and facilitation of all such acts as contained in this complaint 
9 in its entirety; and 26) any such other and further actions to be discovered by the Nickersons. 
10 7 41. As a result, and in order for justice to be served, and to discourage such 
11 unconscionable behavior, conspiracies and alliances in the future, and to demonstrate to Charles 
l2 C. Just and those acting on his behalf, that it is not futile for a victim ofldaho to fight the 
13 criminal, unfair and unjust actions of any person or entity no matter how large, arrogant or 
l4 powerful they are, Charles C. Just should be held personally, individually, and jointly 
15 responsible and liable for any and all damages, in part and in whole, as described in this 
16 comp]aint in its entirety, that have been and are being suffered by the Nickersons. 
17 JASON R. RAMMELL, ESQ. 
18 742. As a result of Jason R. Rammell's direct and indirect actions, behaviors, 
19 negligence, and failures in fulfilling his legal, ethical and moral responsibilities, obligations and 
20 duties, the Nickersons have suffered severe and ongoing emotional and monetary damages, 
21 trauma and abuse in an amount to be proven at trial. 
22 743. Jason Rammell's criminal silence, concealment of evidence and personal decision 
23 to ignore evidence presented prior to and during these actions did, has and is continuing to allow, 
24 empower, conspire with and aid and abet the unlawful, abusive, predatory and ongoing actions o 
25 Just Law, PHH, Chase and the other principals. 
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744. Jason Rammell's personal, moral and ethical professional failures to offer, exhibit 
2 and provide general duty of care, proper due diligence, common and human decency, ethical · 
3 business practices, contractually obligated responsibilities, fair and truthful dealing, professional 
4 competence, and appropriate regard for federal, state, local and common laws that govern such 
5 duties 1) demonstrates a blatant and total disregard for the soberness of his actions, 2) implicates 
6 him as a premeditated accomplice and co-conspirator to well schemed mortgage terrorism, 3) 
7 solidifies his involvement and complete alignment "with the illegal acts being committed, and 4) 
8 affords him substantial liability and exposure as the acting officer of the cowi and representing 
9 attorney of Just Law. 
10 7 45. By not simply and critically verifying the authenticity and legality of all 
11 documentation and information, his actions and inactions have directly and indirectly resulted in 
12 the attempted and ongoing attempt of the theft of the Nickerson's ranch, and all investments, 
13 equity and way of life being threatened and lost therein. 
14 746. The inequitable and unconscionable sale and pending foreclosure actions he and 
15 his co-conspirators frivolously and flippantly scheduled, prepared, signed off on and pursued 
16 without insuring the accuracy of the information, as was his and their rightful and obligatory 
l 7 duty, was and is a wrongful foreclosure with far reaching implications for and against the 
18 · Nickersons and their heirs. 
19 747. Jason Rammell, in part and in whole, by his actions and inactions 1) intentionally, 
20 willfully and maliciously initiated and proceeded with a non-judicial foreclosure when he was 
21 informed, believed and knew it was illegal (based on deception, in violation of LC. § 45-1502; 
22 over forty ( 40) acres, forged interest, inaccurate records, fraudulent instruments and 
23 documentation, robosigned and invalid assignments, prevention of performance, etc.); 2) 
24 intentionally! \\~llfully and maliciously initiated and proceeded ,-vith a judicial foreclosure when 
25 he was informed, knew and believed it was :fraudulent and there was fraud (illegal, forged 
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interest, inaccurate and manipulated records, concealed facts, fraudulent documents, falsified 
2 ownership, robosigned and invalid assignments, etc); 3) initiated and proceeded with foreclosure 
3 when he was informed, knew and believed the alleged default was not researched, verified and 
4 was clearly inaccurate and in dispute: 4) knew PHH was unaware of any payments made or not 
5 made to Chase yet falsely alleges to have verified the alleged default amount; 5) knew Chase 
6 refused to provide receipts. proofs of transactions and error documentation yet falsely alleges to 
7 have verified alleged default amount and provides manipulated data that reflects that knowledge; 
8 6) disregarded all diligence and due process of law by repeatedly lying to the Court and the 
9 Nickersons by his actions and inactions; 7) proceeded with a frivolous and unconscionable 
10 lawsuit when he knew it would create undue and severe hardship and trauma for the Nickersons; 
11 8) claimed and acted under and upon the role and authority of Trustee when he knew the 
12 appointment was bogus and PHH did not have authority, right or legal standing to appoint Just 
13 Laws as Trustee; 9) knew no Trustee could or should be appointed under a Mortgage which he 
14 clearly knew was the only instrument the Nickersons had agreed to; IO) failed to act as an 
15 impartial judge in all proceedings as required by the alleged Trustee status he was acting under; 
16 11) submitted, represented and based all proceedings on false and forged instruments; 12) 
17 helped, committed, directed and did not stop Just Law and those acting as agents of Just Law 
18 when he or they executed and filed a fraudulent Notice of Default which constituted Jibe) and 
19 slander; 13) helped, committed, directed and did not stop Just Law and those acting as agents of 
20 Just Law, when he served the Nickersons by publication; 14) maliciously published said 
21 notifications in lieu of contacting and serving the Nickersons or their counsel personally without 
22 legal justification, cause or order; 15) belligerently refused to personally speak with the 
23 Nickersons or their counsel in regards to this action and any possible resolutions; 16) violated his 
24 personal responsibilities, duties as an officer of the Court and attorney at law, code of 
25 professional conduct, Idaho code, and his oaths of office by serving, allowing and failing to stop 
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the serving of such notice; 17) intentionally and maliciously deceived the Nickersons prior 10 and 
2 throughout his involvement in these proceedings; 18) subjected the Nickersons and empowered 
3 PHH to abuse, delay, and distract the Nickersons, these proceedings, justice being served, reHef 
4 being granted, and resolution being sought and found; 19) subjected the ~ickersons to 
5 substantial, significant and severe trauma and damages by knowingly, willfully, unlawfully and 
6 falsely claiming, presenting and ensuring to the Court that Pffi-I was the Note holder, had 
7 beneficial interest and had legal standing to bring this complaint; 20) purported the rights and 
& falsified interest of Pffi-I to attack the Ni.ckersons and foreclose on the Nickerson property; 21) 
9 attempted unlawful foreclosure on the Nickersons property with a knovvn to him forged, 
1 o fraudulent unlawful adhesive and unconscionable Deed of Trust I.C § 45-1502; 22) operated as 
11 the face, mouth, representative and officer of the court for countless false, misleading, and 
12 contradictory statements; 23) harassed, intimidated and abused the Nickersons by the personal 
13 omission, commission and facilitation of all such acts as contained in their complaint in its 
14 entirety; and 24) any such other and further actions to be discovered by the Nickersons. 
15 KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. 
16 748. As a result of Kipp Manwaring's direct and indirect actions abusive behaviors, 
17 fraudulent negligence and monumental failures in fulfilling his legal, ethical and moral 
18 responsibilities, obligations and duties the Nickersons have suffered severe and ongoing 
19 emotional, physical and monetary damages, trauma and abuse in an amount to be proven at trial. 
20 749. Kipp Manwaring's criminal silence and evil concealment of evidence did, has and 
21 is continuing to allow, empower, conspire with and aid and abet the unlawful abusive, predatory 
22 and ongoing wicked actions of Just Law, PHH, Chase and other principals. 
23 750. Kipp Manwaring's personal and moral professional failures to offer, exhibit and 
24 provide general duty of care, proper due diligence, common and human decency, ethical busines 
25 practices, contractually obligated responsibilities, fair and truthful dealing, professional 
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l competence, and appropriate regard for federal, state, local and common laws that govern such 
2 duties l) demonstrates a blatant, complete and total disregard for the soberness of his actions; 2) 
3 implicates him as a premeditated principal, accomplice, co-conspirator and malice aforethought 
4 to well schemed mortgage terrorism; 3) solidifies his involvement, facilitation and complete 
5 alignment with the illegal acts being committed, and 4) affords him substantial liability and 
6 exposure personally and acting in all his official capacities./rustra legis auxilium quaerit qui in 
7 legem comittit-he who offends against the law vainly seeks the help of the law 
8 7 51. By not simply and critically verifying the authenticity and legality of alJ 
9 documentanon and information, which is a reasonable request repeatedly made by the 
10 Nickersons and their counsel, Kipp Manwaring maliciously chose to directly and indirectly 
1 I pursue and facilitate the attempted and ongoing attempt of the theft of the Nickersons ranch and 
12 all investments, equity and way of life being threatened and lost therein. 
13 752. The ine.quitable and unconscionable sales and this pending foreclosure action he, 
14 his office and those working with and on his behalf, frivolously and flippantly scheduled, signed 
l5 off on and pursued without insuring the accuracy and validity of the infonnation, as was his and 
16 their rightful duty, was and is a wrongful foreclosure with far reachlng implications for and 
17 against the Nickersons and their heirs. 
18 753. Kipp Manwaring and those acting on his behalf, in part and in whole, by his and 
19 their actions and inactions 1) initiated and proceeded with non-judicial foreclosure when they 
20 knew it was illegal (based on deception, in violation of LC. § 45-1502; over forty ( 40) acres, 
21 forged interest, inaccurate records, fraudulent instruments and documentation, robosigned and 
22 invalid assignments, prevention of perfonnance, impossibility under the law; etc); 2) initiated 
23 and proceeded with an unlawful judicial foreclosure when they knew it was fraudulent and there 
24 was fraud present (illegal, forged interest; inaccurate and manipulated records; concealed fact; 
25 fraudulent documents; falsified ovmership; robosigned and invalid assignments; prevention of 
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performance; impossibility under the law; etc.); 3) proceeded with foreclosure when the validity 
and accuracy of the alleged default was not researched, verified and was irrefutably disputed; 4) 
states PHH is unaware of any payments made or not made to Chase yet falsely claims to have 
verified the alleged default amount; 5) disregarded all diligence and due process of law by 
concealing evidence and lying repeatedly to the Court and the Nickersons by his actions and 
inactions; 6) proceeded with a frivolous and deceptive lawsuit when he knew it would create 
undue and severe hardship for the Nickersons; 7) accepted the role of Trustee and acted under its 
authority when he knew the appointment was bogus and PHH did not have the authority, right or 
Iegal standing to appoint Just Law as Trustee; 8) failed to act as an impartial judge in all 
proceedings as required by the alleged Trustee status he was acting under; 9) submitted kno"\\'n to 
him false and forged instruments as evidence; l 0) based all proceedings, causes of action, 
defenses and claims on known to him faJse and forged instruments; 11) approved and submitted 
unsigned notarization on Affidavit by Ron Casperite as basis for lawsuit, pending judgment and 
knowing this affidavit nullified and made void all previous alleged notifications, notices and 
allegations of default; 12) approved and submitted as evidence assignment notarized by non-
existent Gayle Craine as basis for lawsuit; 13) helped, committed, directed or did not stop Just 
Law and those acting as agents of Just Law when he or they committed, executed and filed a 
fraudulent Notice of Default and unverified default amount, without legal right or order, which 
constituted libel and slander and served to vex, annoy, harass and intimidate the Nickersons; 14) 
helped, committed, directed or did not stop Just law and those acting as agents of Just Law, and 
or on his behalf, when he or they submitted executed and pubHshed a fraudulent and slanderous 
J\otice of Trustee Sale; 15) maliciously served their complaint via publication in lieu of 
contacting and serving the Nickersons or their counsel personally without Iegal justification, 
cause or order; 16) maliciously published or allowed the publishing of false and falsified 
information knowing it would be damaging to the reputation, good name, character, and 
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testimony of the Nickersons and they would most certainly suffer damages, losses and injuries; 
2 17) violated his personal responsibilities as the alleged Trustee, duties as an associate counsel of 
3 Just Law, code of professional conduct, Idaho code, and his oaths of office by serving and 
4 allov,ring the serving of such notices; 18) intentionally and maliciously deceived the Nickersons 
5 and others about the Kickersons prior to and throughout these proceedings, 19) intentionally and 
6 maliciously deceived the Court in the filing of representations presented and representations 
7 made throughout these proceedings~ 20) subjected the Nickersons to undue abuse and trauma; 
8 21) empowered PHH and all other principals to abuse, delay, prevent, prohibit and distract the 
9 Nickersons, these proceedings, justice being served, relief being granted, and resolution being 
10 sought and found; 22) subjected the Nickersons to substantial, significant and severe trauma and 
11 damages by kno~'in.gly, willfully, unla"vfully and falsely claiming and presenting to the Court 
12 that PHH was the Note Holder, had beneficial interest and had standing to bring this complaint; 
13 23) purported the right and falsified interest of PHH to attack the Nickersons and foreclose on 
14 the Nickerson property; 24) attempted unlawful foreclosure on Nickersons property with a 
15 known to him forged, :fraudulent, unlawful, void, adhesive and unconscionable Deed of Trust IC. 
16 § 45-1502; 25) operated as the face, mouth and representative and officer of the court for 
l7 countless false, misleading, and contradictory statements; 26) used depositions the Nickersons 
18 \"Vere ordered to participate in to intimidate, harass, abuse, vex and annoy the Nickersons; 27) 
l9 broke all promises, commitments and agreements regarding discovery and depositions; 28) 
20 harassed, intimidated and abused the Nickersons by the personal omission, commission and 
21 facilitation of all such acts as contained in this complaint in its entirety; and 29) any such other 
22 and further actions to be discovered by the Nickersons. 
754. As a result, and in order for justice to be served, and to discourage such 
24 unconscionable behavior, conspiracies and alliances in the future, and to demonstrate to Kipp 
25 Manwaring and those acting on his behalf, that it is not futile for a victim in Idaho to fight the 
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criminal, unfair and unjust actions of any person or entity no maner how large, evil, arrogant or 
2 powerful they are, Kipp Manwaring should be held personally, professionally, individually, and 
3 jointly responsible and liable for any and all damages, in part, and in whole, as described in this 
4 complaint in its entirety, that have been and are being suffered by the Nickersons. 
s JON A. STENQUIST 
6 755. As a result of Jon Stenquist's direct and indirect actions behaviors, negJigence an 
7 failures in fulfilling his legal, ethical and moral responsibilities obligations and duties, the 
8 Nickersons have suffered severe and ongoing emotional, physical and monetary damages and 
9 abuse in an amount to be proven at trial. 
10 756. Jon Stenquist's si1ence in the face of criminal activity, agreements to and 
I I presumably participation in the concealment of evidence, negligence in seeking relief and 
12 resolution of the cause surrounding the complaints being heard in these proceedings, and choices 
13 to ignore evidence that implicate his client in negligent, predatory and illegal activity present,, 
14 prior to and during these actions, did, has and is continuing to allow, empower, conspire with an 
15 aid and abet the unlawful, abusive, predatory and ongoing actions of Just Law, PHH, Chase and 
16 the other principals. 
17 757. Jon Stenquist's personal and moral professional failure to offer, exhibit and prove 
18 general duty of care, proper due diligence, common and human decency, ethical business 
19 practices, contractually obligated responsibilities, fair and truthful dealing, professional 
20 competence, and appropriate regard for federal, state, local and common laws that govern such 
21 duties 1) demonstrates a negligent, blatant and total disregard for the soberness of his actions; 2) 
22 implicates him as a preme<litated accomplice and co-conspirator to well schemed mortgage 
23 terrorism, 3) solidifies his involvement and complete alignment v.itb the illegal acts being 
24 committed, and 4) affords him substantial liability and exposure personally and in his legal 
25 
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capacities, as the representing attorney of Moffatt Thomas for Chase, and as an officer of the 
2 court 
3 758. By not verifying the authenticity and legality of all documentation and 
4 information., requiring his client's representations to the Court to be accurate, thorough, truthful 
5 and honest; and ethically, professionally and appropriately acting upon all evidence whether or 
6 not it would implicate his client in order for justice to be served, Jon Stenquist's actions have 
7 directly and indirectly resulted in the attempted and ongoing attempt of the theft of the 
8 Nickersons ranch and all investments, equity and way of life being threatened and lost therein. 
9 The inequitable, unconscionable and unlawful claims and actions he and his co-conspirators hav 
1 o recklessly perpetrated have resulted in a wrongful foreclosure with far reaching implications for 
11 and against the Nickersons and their heirs. 
12 759. Jon Stenquist, in part and in whole by bis actions and inactions 1) intentionally, 
13 willfully, and maliciously, perpetrated the abuse, trauma damages injuries and losses to the 
14 Nickersons; 2) failed to present evidence that could have rendered these proceedings null and 
15 void years ago; 3) abused the Nickersons and the Court by pursuing a judgment he knew was 
16 unjust and based upon illegal instruments, forged interest, inaccurate and manipulated records, 
17 counterfeited bookkeeping, concealed facts, fraudulent documents, falsified ownership, 
18 robosigned and invalid assignments, and other such fraudulent and unlawful causes and right to 
19 actions; 4) allowed and helped PHH and their counsel proceed with wTongful foreclosure when 
20 he had firsthand knowledge the allegations of the Nickersons were true, correct and factually 
21 based; 5) knew Chase's record keeping was inaccurate not only on the ~ickersons account but 
22 on other accounts as alleged by the Nickersons; 6) disregarded aU diligence and due process of 
23 law by lying and repeatedly misrepresenting truths to the Court and the Nickersons throughout 
24 the discovery process; 7) defended a counterclaim with unscrupulous legal trickery when he 
25 knew his client was at fault and that doing so would create undue and severe hardship for the 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
Page 276 of 300 
1667
p.187 
Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
1 Nickersons; 8) "iolated his personal responsibilities, duties as an officer of the Court and 
2 attorney at law, code of professional conduct, Idaho code, and his oaths of office by submitting 
3 falsified evidence serving injustice, showing and participating in unprofessional conduct, and 
4 failing to stop the victimization of the abused and oppressed; 9) intentionally, maliciously and 
5 recklessly deceived and traumatized the Nickersons prior to and throughout his involvement in 
6 these proceedings; 10) willfully subjected the Nickersons and empowered Chase to abuse, delay, 
7 and sidetrack the Nickersons, these proceedings, justice being served, relief being granted and 
8 resolution being sought and found; 11) subjected the Nickersons to substantial, significant and 
9 severe trauma and damages knowingly, willfully, unlawfully and falsely claiming, presenting 
Io and ensuring to the Court that PHH had legal standing to bring this complaint in order to avoid 
11 discovery and further exposure for his client; I 2) purported the rights and falsified interest of 
12 PHH to attack the Nickersons and foreclose on the Nickerson property when in actuality it is his 
13 client that claims to allegedly own and possess beneficial interest in the property; 13) willfully, 
14 intentionally, maliciously and recklessly exposed the Nickersons to double liability because of 
15 supporting PHH's claims of standing; 14) conspired to facilitate an unlawful foreclosure on 
16 Nickersons property with a known to him forged, fraudulent, unlawful, void, adhesive, and 
l 7 unconscionable Deed of Trust LC. § 45-1502, presumably to hide the criminal actions of his 
18 client and their co-conspirator; 15) operated as the face, mouth, representative and an officer of 
l 9 the court for countless false, misleading, and contradictory statements; 16) harassed, intimidated 
2D and abused the Nickersons by the personal omission, commission and facilitation of all such acts 
21 as contained in this complaint in its entirety; and 17) any such other and further actions to be 
22 discovered by the Nickersons. 
23 760. As a result, and in order for justice to be served, and to discourage such 
24 unconscionable behavior, conspiracies and alliances in the future, Jon Stenquist should be held 
25 personally, professionally, individually, and jointly responsible and liable for any and all 
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damages, in part, and in whole, as described in this complaint in its entirety, that have been and 
2 are being suffered by the Nickersons. 
3 761. The Nickersons are not lawyers. Thank God. The Nickersons have taken no 
4 lawyers oaths. The Nickersons are pro se litigants that have been forced to defend themselves 
5 and their lives as adequately as they can in this wrongful foreclosure action. 
6 762. However, the Nickersons have thoroughly read, abided by, exhibited and modele 
7 personally and professionally the Idaho Lawyer's Oath, and they feel that honoring that oath is 
8 the least that should be and should have been expected of all other attorneys involved in this 
9 litigation throughout its history. We humbly, respectfully, request and beseech that this Court 
10 and the State ofidaho hold these men responsible for their general, ordinary, wanton, willful, 
11 gross! compensatory, culpable negligence, malicious assaults, premeditated thievery and all other 
12 blatant violations of their oaths and help restore some justice, decency and honor to the State of 
13 Idaho. The Nickersons and other Idaho victims have been traumatized and victimized by the 
14 corruption in the judicial system of this state long enough. May God raise up some just men to 











763. According to Black's Law Dictionary, malice aforethought is: 
"A predetermination to commit an act without legal justification or excuse. A 
malicious design to injure. 
In the definition of 'murder,· malice aforethought exists where the person doing 
the act which causes death has an intention to cause death or grievous bodily harm to any 
person, (whether the person is actually killed or not) or to commit any felony whatever, 
or has 1he knowledge that the act will probably cause the death of or grievous bodily 
hann to some person, although he does not desire it, or even ·wishes that it may, not be 
caused. The words 'malice aforethought' long ago acquired in law a settled meaning, 
somewhat different from the popular one. In their legal sense they do not import an actual 
intention to kill the deceased. The idea is not spite or malevolence to the deceased in 
particular, but evil design in general, the dictate of a wicked, depraved, and malignant 
heart; no premeditated personal hatred or revenge towards the person killed, but that kind 
of unlawful purpose which, if persevered in, must produce mischief." (citations omitted) 
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764. According to Black's Law Dictionary premeditated murder is: "the term that is 
2 used to describe a murder that was planned in advance and carried out willfully." 
3 765. In Idaho and other criminal courts across this land, premeditated murder is 
4 intentionally and willfully planning and causing harm sufficient to cause death when one knows 
5 or has a reasonable reason to believe such harm will cause death. The only difference in this case 
6 is the unusual weapon of choice being used by these assailants. May it be kno~n by the 
7 principals, this Court and the world at large, that should any physical deaths be suffered in the 
8 Nickerson family as a result of these proceedings, the Nickersons, their family, friends and 
9 supporters will pursue every legal remedy to bring justice and reparation to this family and their 
10 memory, reaching to the highest courts of this land and on to the most powerful courts of public 
J l opinion across this world. Justice will be sen,ed in this case. So help us God. 
12 766. As a result of Charles C. Just's, Kipp L. Manwaring's, Jason R. Rammell's and 
13 Jon A. Stenquist's violation of the Idaho Lawyer's Oath, the Nickersons have suffered 
14 significant and substantial damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 
15 VI. DAMAGES SUMMARY 
16 767. In a seemingly sterile society and culture like Idaho, where many look out for 
17 themselves and their own best interests with a complete and total disregard for the needs and 
18 wants of others, where many never consider how significantly and substantially their actions 
19 affect and impact the freedoms and rights of others, where many feel your problem is unfortunat 
20 but I cannot and will not allow it to inconvenience or alter my life or plans in any way, it is easy 
21 to gloss over the pain, suffering and injuries suffered by another without ever feeling or 
22 experiencing their misery or tribulations. It is easy to think, say and act on the belief your 
23 problem is not my problem, and therefore your solution is not my responsibility. It is easy to 
24 ignore the situation, look the other way, and resolutely choose not to get involved. However, 
25 there is no place for that in a court of law. A court of law must uphold the common good, not jus 
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the good of one. A court of law must find and rule justly in order for justice to be served. A court 
2 of law must operate under and uphold the principle that my freedom ends where yours begins so 
3 all may find and dweU together in peace and unity without causing or creating damage, injury or 
4 loss to one another. The Nickersons present the following definitions and guidelines of damages 
5 to this Court in order to remind this court and the world at large what a damage is, and how it 
6 effects real people trying to live real lives, in hopes this Court v..1.ll cease and desist from looking 
7 away from the abuse, misery and tribulations being suffered by the Nickersons and help bring 
8 peace and freedom to this family. 
9 DA.'1:AGES DEFINITIONS AND GUIDELINES 
10 768. Damage - "Loss, injury, or deterioration, caused by the negligence, design, or 
11 accident of one person to another, in respect to the latter's person or property ... An injury 
12 produces a right in them who have suffered any damage by it to demand reparation of such 
13 damage from the authors of the injury. By damage, we understand every loss or diminution of 
14 what is a man's own, occasioned by the fault of another. The harm, detriment, or loss sustained 
15 by reason of an injury." From Black's Law Dictionary 
16 769. Distress - "extreme pain; anguish of body or mind" From Webster's I 828 
17 Dictionary 
I8 770. Emotional Distress -distress caused by another's conduct that is extreme and 
19 outrageous and intentional or reckless 
20 771. Extreme - "very great in degree: very serious or severe: very far from agreeing 
21 with the opinions of most people: not moderate" From Merriam-Webster 
22 772. Inconvenience - 'to cause problems or trouble for" From Merriam-Webster 
23 773. Injure - "To violate the legal right of another or inflict an actionable \\Tong. To d 
24 harm 1o; to hurt; damage; impair; to hurt or wound, as the person; to impair the soundness of, as 
25 health.' From Black's Law Dictionary 
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774. Injury- "Any wrong or damage done to another, either in his person, rights, 
2 reputation, or property." From Black's Law Dictionary 
3 775. Loss - "That which is gone and cannot be recovered or that which is withheld or 
4 that of which a party is dispossessed, ... Unintentional parting with something of value." From 
5 Black's Law Dictionary 
6 776. Loss of consortium- "is a term used in law of torts that refers to the deprivation 
7 of the. benefits of a family relationship due to injuries caused by a tortfeasor." From wikipedia 
8 777. Loss of society and companionship - emotional sadness one goes through when 
9 an immediate family member has been injured or killed 
10 778. Loss of service - "'A deprivation of a family member, such as a parent or spouse, 
11 of the right to benefit from the performance of various duties, coupled with the privation oflove 
12 and companionship, provided by the victim of a personal injury or wrongful death." From 
13 wvvw.legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Loss+of+Services 
14 779. Mental anguish- "\\.''hen connected with a physical injury, includes both the 
l5 resultant mental sensation of pain and also the accompanying feelings of distress, fright, and 
16 anxiety. As an element of damages implies a relatively high degree of mental pain and distress; it 
17 is more than mere disappointment, anger, worry, resentment, or embarrassment, although it may 
18 include all of these, and it includes mental sensations of pain resulting from such painful 
l 9 emotions as grief, severe disappointment, indignation, wounded pride, shame, despair, and, or 
20 public humiliation." From www.legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Mental+Anguish 
21 780. Misconduct- "Any unlawful conduct on the part of a person concerned in the 
22 administration of justice which is prejudicial to the right of parties or to the right determination 
23 of the cause; as 'misconduct of jurors,' 'misconduct of an arbitrator.' The term is also used to 
24 express a dereliction from duty, injurious to another. on the part of one employed in a 
25 professional capacity; as an attorney oflaw." From Black's Law Dictionary 2nd edition 
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781. Reasonable doubt- "Reasonable doubt is a standard of proof used in criminal 
2 trials. When a criminal defendant is prosecuted, the prosecutor must prove the defendant's guilt 
3 Beyond a Reasonable Doubt. If the jury- or the judge in a bench trial - has a reasonable doubt 
4 as to the defendant's guilt, the jury or judge should pronom1ce the defendant not guilty. 
5 Conversely, if the jurors or the judge have no doubt as to the defendant's guilt, or if their only 
6 doubts are unreasonable doubts, then the prosecutor has proven the defendant's guilt beyond a 
7 reasonable doubt and the defendant should be pronounced guilty. Reasonable doubt is the highes 
8 standard of proof used in court. In civil litigation the standard of proof is either proof by a 
9 preponderance of the evidence or proof by clear and convincing evidence. These are lower 
JO burdens of proof. A preponderance of the evidence simply means that one side has more 
l I evidence in its favor than the other, even by the smallest degree. Clear and convincing evidence 
12 is evidence that establishes a high probability that the fact sought to be proved is true." From 
13 \V\VW.legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Reasonable+Doubt 
14 782. Reckless - "In both negligence and criminal cases, careless to the point of being 
15 heedless of the consequences ('grossly' negligent)." 
16 From V.'\\w.legal-dictionary .thefreedictionary .com/reckless 
17 783. Slanderer- '"One who maliciously and without reason imputes a crime or fault to 
18 another of which he is innocent." From Black's Law Dictionary 
19 784. Suffer - "To feel or bear what is painful, disagreeable or distressing, either to the 
20 body or mind; to undergo." From Webster's 1828 Dictionary 
21 785. Suffering - "The bearing of pain, inconvenience or loss; pain endured; distress, 
22 loss or injury incurred; as sufferings by pain or sorrow; sufferings by want or by wrongs." From 
23 Webster's 1828 Dictionary 
24 7 86. Trier of fact - "The judge or jury responsible for deciding factual issues in a trial. 
25 Ifthere is no jury, the judge is the trier of fact as well as the trier of the law. In administrative 
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hearings, an administrative law judge, a board, commission, or referee may be the trier of fact." 
2 From www .legal-dictionary. thefreedictionary .comltrier+of+fact 
3 787. Willful Misconduct - "intentional disregard to the safety of others." From Black's 
4 Law Dictionary 2nd edition. "'Willful misconduct generally means a knowing violation of a 
5 reasonable and uniformly enforced rule or policy. It means intentionally doing that which should 
6 not be done or intentionally failing to do that which should be done, knowing that injury to a 
7 person will probably result or recklessly disregarding the possibility that injury to a person may 
8 result." From www.definitions.uslegal.com/willful-misconduct/ 
9 DAMAGES 
10 788. The interactions and cause and effect relationship of all of the above claims has 
l l resulted in both severe economic and noneconomic damages and injuries that are difficult to 
l2 assign to only one specific cause of action. Most, if not all, of the damages and injuries could 
l3 have been caused by any one of the above causes of action. Therefore, in order to attribute the 
14 actual, consequential and emotional damages and injuries to a specific cause one must look at the 
15 complaint as a whole and realize just how extreme and outrageous were the actions of PHH and 
16 all Third Party defendants. 
11 ECONOMIC DAMAGES 
18 789. Economic Damages. LC.§ 6-1601(3)-0bjectively verifiable monetary loss 
19 ( out-of-pocket expenses, loss of earnings, loss of use of property, cost of replacement or repair, 
20 cost of obtaining substitute domestic services, loss of employment, medical expenses, loss of 
21 business or employment opportunities, etc.) 
22 Loss of earnings, loss of income, loss of business 
23 and employment opportunities~ Career Damages: 
24 
25 
790. Substantial and comprehensively incalculable loss of income 
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791. Irreparable loss of well-established earned and highly respected executive level 
2 careers 
3 792. Increased expenses to operate business and increased operating expenses, travel 




793. Depleted, restricted and lost income 
794. Loss of business and investment opportunities, improvements and expansion 
795. Prevention of developing, improving, expanding and accumulating opportunities, 









796. Loss of educational opportunities and restricted educational pursuits 
797. Damaged careers 
798. Damaged ability to generate and secure income 
Credit Damages 
799. Slander of credit 
800. Libel of credit 
801. Lost, destroyed, damaged credit 
802. Denied credit, credit lines, equity lines, merchant accounts, credit cards, credit 
17 limits and credit lines with perfect payment and loan histories 
18 803. Strained and dissolved creditor relationships solely due and based on reported 







804. Loss of incalculable and intrinsic value of possessing previously perfect credit 
805. Prohibition and inability to apply for new credit, credit lines and loans 
806. Loss of long standing credit lines 
807. Significantly higher interest rates during a time of historically low interest ra1es 
808. Loss of borrowing resources 
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809. Loss of years (over 20 years) of strong and established perfect credit, irreparable 





810. Undue, unfounded and significant credit stress 
811. Loss of long standing credit card accounts and the credit associated with them 
Foreclosure Litigation Damages 
812. Extensive costs, expenses and loss ofresources and othenvise productive time 
7 spent and incurred in fighting and preventing this fraudulent foreclosure 
8 
9 
813. Fighting a wrongful, fraudulent and illegal non-judicial foreclosure attempt 
814. Loss of ability to resolve disputed default due to prevention of performance, the 
1 o direct and indirect actions of PHH, Chase, Coldwell, Just Law, all third party defendants and 
11 others acting on their behalf, and the fraudulent concealment and misrepresentation of the true 
12 identity of the lender 
13 815. Expenditure of great financial energies and resources to defend losing their 
14 property and all other assets 
15 816. Denied the fruits of the contract-home ownership, opponunity to build wealth 










817. Inability to sell their ranch and realize equity 
818. Prevented performance and prohibited reinstatement 
819. Prevented the Nickersons from finding or forcing any resolution or relief 
820. Threatened ownership and investment in property 
82 l. Damaged account status 
Other Financial Damages 
822. Extreme financial hardship 
823. Financial discrimination 
824. Frozen assets 
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825. Economic sanctions 
2 826. Damage to and resulting losses from the malicious attacks on and the intentional 





827. Loss of previous financial security 
828. Loss of wealth and the ability to increase wealth 
829. Loss and exponentially diminished and jeopardized assets, resources, investments 









830. Loss of financial stability 
831. Resources illegally held hostage 
832. Significant, substantial and extreme financial stress 
833. Severe financial injury, pain and suffering 
834. Financial collapse and annihilation 
835. Irreparably broken and destroyed financial relationships 
Other Economic Damages 
836. Inability to service, maintain, repair or replace vehicles and equipment posing 







837. Legitimate and remarkable safety and security exposure, breaches and hazards 
838. Loss of home improvements 
839. Stolen time and life 
840. Violated the Nickersons privacy and identity 
841. Terrorist attack against the Nickersons that has caused pain, suffering fear, 
turmoil, financial collapse and incalculable monetary losses 
842. Creating undue, unfounded and unnecessary personal, professional and financial 
25 stress and trauma 
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843. Losses of possessions, ability to seclUe possessions, resources to maintain and 
2 improve possessions 
3 ~ON-ECONOMIC DAMAGES 
4 844. Non-economic Damages. LC.§ 6-1601(5), LC.§ 6-1603 - Subjective, non-
5 monetary losses (pain, suffering, inconvenience, mental anguish, disability or disfigurement, 
6 emotional distress, loss of society and companionship, loss of consortium, destruction or 
7 impairment of parent-child relationship, etc.) 
8 Mental Anguish Damages 
9 
10 
845. Personal, professional, financial and public humiliation 
846. Unmanageable, overwhelming and overpowering embarrassment, shame, disgrace 







847. Oppressive fear and coping with reality based fear 
848. Extreme and substantial health threatening anxiety 
849. Devastating mental anguish 
850. Extreme, significant and severe frustration and exasperation 
851. Crushing discouragement 
852. Understandable and justified anger and sleepless nights dealing with the anger 
18 prior to going to bed so as to not let the sun go down upon the Nickersons wrath. 
19 853. Difficulty praying for enemies other than for their certain destruction, and for 
20 terror to overcome them and that they would fall into the pits they have dug. 
21 854. Functionally learning to process the infuriation of how someone who has no right 
22 to even touch you can violate your property rights, destroy your identity, steal your home, and 
23 virtually batter every area of your life not because you have done something wrong, but just 
24 because they are maliciously targeting you and your equity. 
25 
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855. Hopelessness, hope has been challenged, threatened, abused, damaged and 
2 destroyed to life threatening and irreparable extremes 
3 856. Loss of peace, peace has been challenged, threatened, abused damaged and 
4 destroyed to life threatening and irreparable extremes 
857. Relentless turmoil 
p.198 
5 
6 858. Strength has been challenged, threatened, abused damaged and destroyed to life 
7 threatening and irreparable extremes 









859. Personal and professional injury pain and suffering 
860. Creating undue hardships, pain and suffering 
861. Injury, pain and suffering 
862. Unbearable vulnerability 
863. Undeserved pain 
864. Massive, oppressive and globally infectious suffering 
Loss of Consortium Damages 
865. Loss of presence and involvement with and at significant family gatherings such 
17 as weddings, funerals, graduations, anniversaries, birthdays, holidays and other monumental 
18 events 
19 866. Loss of companionship, presence and support during this outrageous and 






867. Relationship stress and distress 
868. Loss of history and future 
869. Loss of present 
870. Loss of life together 
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Financial Stress Damages 
2 871. Expenditure of great financial and emotional energies and resources to defend 
3 losing their property and all other assets through theft, embezzlement and swindling 
4 872. Terrorist attack against the Nickersons that has caused pain, suffering, fear, 
5 turmoil, financial collapse and incalculable monetary losses and emotional damages 
6 
7 
873. Loss of previous financial stability and security 
874. Financial discrimination and the resulting stress caused solely by the misconduct 




875. Shameful, undue, unfounded and destructively restrictive credit stress 
Good Name Damages 
876. Damage to and resulting losses from the malicious attack on and the intentional 




877. Compromised, contaminated and damaged reputations 
Emotional Distress Damages 
878. Expenditure of great financial and emotional energies and resources to defend 
16 losing their property and all other assets 
l7 879. Terrorist attack against the Nickersons that has caused pain, suffering, fear, 
18 turmoil, financial collapse and incalculable monetary losses and emotional damages 
l9 
20 
880. Severe, significant and substantial emotional distress 
881. Inflicted extreme emotional distress, abuse and traumatic victimization upon the 
21 Nickersons 
22 882. Noteworthy, devastating, significant and extreme physical, financial and 
23 emotional stress and distress 
24 883. Threatened, abused, damaged and destroyed health, strength, security, peace, rest, 
25 hope, trust, life, to life threatening and irreparable extremes 
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884. Theft and loss of happiness 
885. Theft and loss of peace 
886. Threatened, denied and destroyed the Nickersons ea.med and established way of 
887. Undue, unfounded, extreme, outrageous and oppressive emotional stress 
888. Loss of emotional freedom 
889. Confusion, distress and duress caused by trauma and unrestrained victimization 
Safety Damages 
890. Threatened safety and security of their home 
891. Loss of safety 
892. Loss of security, security has been challenged, threatened, abused, damaged, 
12 breached and destroyed 
13 893. Uncontrollable and uncorrectable safety and security hazards 
14 894. Intimidatingly, threateningly, and oppressively violated the Nickersons previously 
15 protected and secure privacy and identity 








895. Loss of inalienable rights 
896. Created obvious and extreme prejudice against the Nickersons 
897. Loss of liberty 
898. Circumvented justice, common decency and inalienable rights 
899. Extreme, outrageous and relentless professional discrimination 
Life Damages 
900. Loss of way of life, way of life has been challenged, threatened, abused, damaged 
24 and destroyed 
25 
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901. Loss of time and life and robbed life, life has been challenged, threatened, abused, 
2 damaged and destroyed to life threatening and irreparable extremes 
3 
4 
902. Total and comprehensive life stress 
903. Theft and loss of precious time and the resulting effects of perpetual time stress 
5 suffered as a result 






904. Fraudulent, '-"Tongful and illegal foreclosure 
905. Fighting a ,vrongful, fraudulent and illegal non-judicial foreclosure attempt 
906. Prevented the Nickersons from finding or forcing any resolution or relief 
907. Stress of ongoing litigation 
908. Expenditure of great financial and emotional energies and resources to defend 











909. Intense stress of ongoing litigation 
910. 1breatened safety, security and peacefulness of their home and person 
911. Threatened ownership and investment in their property and all other assets 
Health Damages 
912. Health damaging and life threatening loss of sleep 
913. Loss of rest 
914. Extreme and life threatening stress induced health deterioration 
Loss of Professional Trust Damages 
915. Broke down trust in judicial, financial, legal systems and the human race 
916. Loss of trust, trust has been challenged, threatened, abused, damaged and 
23 destroyed to life threatening, future altering and irreparable extremes 
24 917. Destroyed current and future trust in mortgage companies, attorneys, and the 
25 Idaho judicial system 
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Professiona1 Stress Damages 
2 918. Creating undue, unfounded and unnecessary personal, professional and financial 











919. Incalculable loss of opportunity and advancement 
920. Irrecoverable loss to education and irreparable damage to careers 
921. Far reaching loss of educational opportunities 
922. Restricted educational pursuits 
Trespassing Stress Damages 
923. Concerns of theft and property defamation 
924. Unfounde-d exposure to the property, possessions and persons 
925. Mental breach of home security 
926. Robbed the Nickersons of purchased benefits of end of road privacy 
927. Denied the Nickersons the enjoyment and benefits of their place of retreat to get 
14 away from it all 
15 928. Created security concerns and thus loss of freedom for the Nickersons, their 
l 6 family and their friends 
17 929. Breached the privacy of, upset the activities of and alarmed the Nickersons and 




930. Interrupted and prevented family gatherings 
931. Required costly, expensive, and restrictive additional security measures 
932. Startled and frightened the Nickersons thus creating unnecessary, unfounded and 
22 undue stress, frustration, irritation, fear and anger 
23 
24 
933. Placed the Nickersons at undue and real risk of further victimization 
934. Created undue financial, premise and comprehensive liability for the Nickersons, 
25 their persons, their farm equipment, their property, their livestock, their guests, their 
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homeowner's policy, the inspectors and those in the inspectors' vehicles, because the inspector 
2 speedily entered the property and unsafely traversed over a hill without visibility to access a 




935. Loss of equity in property 
PROPERTY DAMAGES 
936. Property Damage. I.C. § 6-1601(8)- Loss in value or in use of real or personal 








937. Loss of comprehensive benefits, enjoyment and usability of property 
938. Loss of monetary investment in property and property improvements 
939. Negated and effectually confiscated property rights 
940. Inability due to blockage of sale by principals to sell ranch and realize equity 
PERSONAL INJURY DAMAGES 
941. Personal Injury. I. C. § 6-1601 (7) - Physical injury, sickness or death 
942. "The injury to Plaintiffs persons does not need to be phys1cal, and the Court finds 
15 that damage to Plaintiff's credit reputation qualifies as an injury to his person sufficient to 
16 authorize recovery for emotional distress as long as that injury causes a pecuniary loss. See id. 
17 (noting that 'injury to the person' includes 'injury to reputation');" Brash v. PHH ltfORTGA.GE 
18 CORPORATION, No. 4 09-CV-146 {COL) (M.D. Ga. Mar. 4, 2011). 
19 943. Injury to health and body due to prolonged extreme emotional distress which has 






944. Injury to health and body due to loss of sleep, hope, peace, security and rest 
945. Loss of professional, personal, and financial reputation 
946. Other such damages as described in this complaint in its entirety 
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FLTURE DAMAGES 
2 947. Future Damages. LC.§ 6-1601(4)-Non-economic damages and economic 
3 damages to be incurred after entry of a judgment 
948. Severe mental anguish and post-traumatic stress 
949. Real and eminent threat of stress induced death - shortened life span 
4 
5 
6 950. Ongoing financial hardship due to destroyed credit, financial relationships and 
7 trust in the financial system 
8 951. Loss of peace, joy, excitement and hope that we spent a lifetime planning and 
9 faithfully working towards 
10 952. Greatly reduced income potential due to the destroyed credit, being removed from 
11 constantly changing and evolving field of work for years, and being prevented from maintaining 
12 continuing education to keep on the cutting edge. 
13 953. Ongoing mental anguish due to years of irrecoverable lost business and ministry 
14 opportunities, lost special family moments, lost educational opportunities, lost investment 




954. Ongoing, potentially serious, stress-induced health issues 
955. Continued loss of way of life 
956. Continued and ongoing residual effects from all economic, non-economic, 
19 personal, financial, professional, credit, property, reputation, security, life, emotional and 
20 physical damages listed above 
21 957. The Nickersons have been severely, significantly, substantially and unjustly 
22 damaged by PHH and all Third Party defendants in an amount to be proven at trial. 
958. In closing, these damages, injuries and losses in their entirety have been generally 
24 and specifically, directly and indirectly, solely and completely caused and effected by the 
25 Plaintiff, their accomplices and the other unnamed principals, and significantly and substantially, 
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generally and specifically, suffered and experienced by the \lickerson family, when the 
2 ~ickersons did and have still done nothing wrong. The Nickersons simply innocently purchased 
3 a property in the State of Idaho to try and help others who needed and were asking for help. The 
4 Nickersons have heroically sought to fulfill any and all obligations regarding this property and 
5 their presence in the State of Idaho. The abuse they have suffered in the State of Idaho since 
6 October 4, 2002, in the presence of and with the knowledge, consent and ongoing support of the 
7 Second Judicial District Court of Clearwater County, in Orofino, Idaho, is unconscionable, 
8 inconceivable, and incalculable. May God render to each man according to his deeds. May 
9 justice be found and served in or upon this court, its officers and its proceedings today and 
10 forever. 
11 VII. PUNITIVE DAMAGES 
12 959. Punitive Damages. LC.§ 6-1604-Must prove by clear and convincing evidence 
13 oppressive, fraudulen1, malicious or outrageous conduct. 
14 960. Oppressive - "very cruel or unfair", "very unpleasant or uncomfortable", 
15 "W1Teasonably burdensome or severe", "tyrannical", "overwhelming or depressing to the spirit or 
16 senses" From Merriam-Webster 
l7 961. Outrageous - ··very bad or ,ivrong in a way that causes anger: too bad to be 
18 accepted or allowed: very strange or unusual: surprising or shocking: exceeding the limits of 
19 what is usual: not conventional or matter-of-fact: violent, unrestrained: going beyond all 
20 standards of what is right or decent (an outrageous disregard of human rights): deficient in 
21 propriety or good taste" From Merriam-Webster 
22 962. Nickersons give notice to Counter-Defendant and all Third Party Defendants of 
23 their intention to seek leave of this Court to amend this Complaint to ask for punitive damages. 
24 
25 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
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Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
t VIII. LEGAL FEES AND COSTS 
2 963. Counter-Defendant, PHH, and all Third Party Defendants should be ordered to 
3 pay to the Nickersons an amount, as the court seems just, as and for reasonable attorney's and 
4 compensatory legal reparation fees and costs both actual and consequential necessarily incurred 
5 because of this action and being forced to defend this action prose in accordance with the terms 
6 of the Note and J.C.§ 12-120 and 12-121, 12 U.S.C. § 2605(t)(3), 15 U.S.C. § 1640(a)(3) and 15 
7 U.S.C. § 1692(k)(a). 
g IX. PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
9 Wherefore, the Nickersons respectfully pray for relief and judgment, order and decree of 
10 this court against PHH Mortgage, Coldwell Banker Mortgage, Chase Home Finance LLC, 
11 JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., Mortgage Service Center, Just Law Inc., Just Law Office, Charles 
12 C. Just, Kipp L. Manwaring, Bradon Howell, Tammie Harris, Jason R. Ramm.ell, Moffatt, 





















For an entry of satisfaction of mortgage; 
For actual damages together v.ith prejudgment interest in an amount to be proven 
at trial; 
For a return of all monies invested in this property; 
For consequential damages; 
For statutory damages; 
For emotional damages due to the intentional and outrageous fraudulent and 
i.vrnngful attempt of the Plaintiff to iUegally steal our ranch from us, our children 
and future heirs; 
For an award of all attorney and compensatory legal reparation fees and costs 
both actual and consequential necessarily incurred herein by the Nickersons 
defending this action pro se; 
Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 







Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint 
8. For compensatory damages; 
9. 
10. 
For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and equitable; and 
For all criminal actions unveiled or discovered in this case to be banded over to 
the proper authorities for investigation and prosecution. 
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2 Exhibit 1 -Chase letter dated January 10, 2014 - QWR response 
3 Exhibit 2 - Notice ofintention to Foreclose from PHH 
4 Exhibit 3 - Notice ofintention to Foreclose from Coldwell 
5 Exhibit 4 - Notice of transfer of servicing from Chase to Mortgage Service Center 
6 Exhibit 5 - Nickersons QWR sent to PHH 
7 Exhibit 6 - PHH letter dated December 24, 2013 - QWR response 
s Exhibit 7 -PHH's copy of the Note attached to Q\VR response 
9 Exhibit &-Assignment from Chase to PHH 
1 o Exhibit 9 - Notice of New Creditor from Chase 
l l Exhibit 10 - Fannie Mae response to the Nickersons request for information 
12 Exhibit 11 - Assignment from Coldwell to Chase 
13 Exhibit 12 - Illinois fines first company in foreclosure document probe Chicago Tribune 
p.208 
14 Exhibit 13 - Chain of Title Graph- prepared by the Nickersons in order to show the overlaps 
15 and dual ownership claims to the Nickersons ~ote and Mortgage. 
16 Exhibit 14 - Truth Detector Graph - prepared by the Nickersons in order to show the 
17 impossibility of actually determining the truth based on the claims presented by PHH, 
1 g Chase and Just Law. 
19 Exhibit 15 - Notice of transfer of servicing from Coldwell to Chase 
20 Exhibit 16 -Affidavit of Marie McDonnell and her robo-signer list implicating Kirsten Bailey 
21 Exhibit 17 -Amid New Reports of Continued Robo-Signing Brown Calls for End to Risky 
22 Practices Undermining Housing Market 
23 Exhibit 18 - Chase's Detailed. Transaction History regarding the Nickersons account 
24 Exhibit 19 - Lender-Placed Insurance Confirmation of Cancellation 
25 Exhibit 20 - JP Morgan Chase pays $614M over mortgage lending - USA Today 
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Exhibit 21 - a copy of the payment coupon from Coldwell with a payment due June, 1, 2010, 
2 requesting check to be made payable to Coldwell Banker Mortgage. 
3 Exhibit 22 -How Foreclosure Affects Your Credit Score and Your Life -AOL Real Estate 
4 Exhibit 23 -Appointment of Trustee 
5 Exhibit 24 - Notice of Default 
6 Exhibit 25 - Notice of Trustee's Sale 
7 Exhibit 26-Chase's Escrow Statement for July 2009 
& Exhibit 27 - Chase's Final Escrow Statement in February of2010 
9 Exhibit 28 - Second Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite 
10 Exhibit 29 -Foreclosures take an emotional toll on many homeowners-USA Today 
11 Exhibit 30 - Study centers on foreclosure stress on family life-Washington Post 
12 Exhibit 31 - Foreclosures are killing us by Craig E. Pollack and Julia F. Lynch 
13 Exhibit 32 - The foreclosure crisis' other toll: Emotional stress, money.msn.com 
14 Exhibit 33 - CFPB Takes Action Against PHH Corporation for Mortgage Insurance Kickbacks 
15 Exhibit 34 -Acting Attorney General Announces $6. 25 Million Settlement Resolving Consumer 
16 Fraud Act Allegations Against PHH Afortgage 
17 Exhibit 3 5 - Huge 'Number of Lawyers Accused in Civil and Criminal Mortgage-Related Fraud 
18 Cases 
19 Exhibit 36 - Fax from John Mitchell to the Nickersons dated February 28, 2013 
20 I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury pursuant to the law of the State ofidaho 
21 that the foregoing exhibits are true and correct copies. 
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Demand for Jury Trial 
DE:MAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
2 Nickersons respectfully demand a jury trial of ail issues in this cause and states pursuant 
3 to Rule 3 8(b) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure that said Nickersons will not stipulate to a 























DATED this ~ day of_..c./.L..k"'-"c.=::,;,..._~/'-------' 2014 
CHARLES NICKERSON 
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AMENDED ANSWER, COUNTERCLAI\1, THIRD PARTY COMPLAINT 
AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
p.1 
3 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the ? v-v{ day of /l c.. v , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the Defendant's Amended A(fiswer, Counterclaim, 
Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial by the method indicated below, and addressed 
to the following: 4 
5 
Kipp Manwaring 
6 Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
7 PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
8 Fax (208)523-9146 
9 Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
10 381 West Main 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
11 
Jon A Stenquist 
12 Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 














Certificate of Service 
Page 1 of I 
(,) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(•)U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(,,) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 







3415 Vi.;ic:-. Drive 
CDiu.obus, ~fl 43219-6009 
CHASEO 
January 10, 2014 
Donna Nickerson and ChaTles R. Nicken;on 
?oBox.3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Verification of debt for mortgage loan *****"'0920 
Borrowen's}: Donna Nickerson 
Cbarles R. Nickerson 
Dear Donna Nickerson and Charles R. Nickerson: 
This letter is in response to the correspm1dence we received on December 16. 2013 about the account 
above. 
E.ndosed are copKs of the following documents: 
• Loan T ransaccion History 
-Note 
- Security Instrument 
- Assignment of Mortgage 
It is our position that Chase has addressed your correspondence in a manner that complies with the Reai 
Estate Settlement Procedures Act .ind Regulation X. We arc not required to produce the original note 
which will .remain in our pos.ression: in accordance with applicable record retention requirements. 
Please note:, Lhat the account was transferred to a new servicer on September 20. 2011. 
lnfo11N.tion regarding the Mortgage Electronk RegislTation Systems (MERS) can be located on the lvlERS 
website al hnp://www.mersinc.e>rg/. Howe,•er. this rs not a MERS loan. 
Any information or document requested but not included with our prior rcspoa:;c is unavailable or 
considered confidential. and cannot be provided. A response to all questions related to loan traIJsactions 
can be found in the loan transaction history. 
The javestor for this loan lS JPMorgan Chase Bank, National Association. 




(800) 5S2-0542 TDD/ Text Telephooc: 
www.chase.com 
--- ·-··--·. -·--··-·· ------
ExA/il I 




200 l Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 800-449-8767 
fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 




3165 l'Jeff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
N O T I C E 0 F I N T E N T I O N 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
T 0 F O R E C L O S E ---------------------------------------------------------------
Dear customer(s): 
The mortgage on your property is in default for the January 01, 2009 payment and is now 14 mont~s past due. At this writing, the TOTAL AMOUNT require<l to cure your default is$ 32,605.86. To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are demanding that you make a payment in "CERTIFIED FONDS" for the total amount due. 
In addition, please be advised as of the date of this letter, $ .00 in late charges have also accrued. In the event you do not cure the default in full within THIRTY (30) days fYom the date of this letter (as provided by the terms of the mortgage), payment of the current principal balance will be accelerated and foreclosure proceedings will be initiated. 
"You are further infonned you have the right to reinstate this loan after acceleration pursuant to, and subject to, the provisions and limitations of said Mortgage and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert the nonexistence of a de£ault, or any other defense you may have to foreclosure and sale." 
If you disagree with the assertion that a default has occurred or the calculation of the amount required to cure the default, you may contact us at 1-800-330-0423. This is an attempt to collect a debt, any information obtained will be used for that purpose. 
Sincerely, 
Loa,i Counseling Center 
(XC160) 




2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-418-0364 
fax 856-917 -8300 
February l2, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nicke~son 
PO Box 3414 
Redmond WA 98073 
N O T I C E C p I N T E N T I O N 
Loan Kumber: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID B3544 
T 0 F O R E C L O S E ---------------------------------------------------------------
The mortgage on your property is in default £or the January 01; 2009 payment and is now 14 months past due. The TOTAL AMOUNT required to cure your default is$ 32,605.86. To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are demanding that you make a payment in "CERTIFIED FUNDS" for the -;:otal amount due. 
In addition, please be advised as of the date of this letter, $ .DO in late charges have also accrued. 
I~ the event you do not cure the default in full within THIRTY (30) days from the date of this letter (as provided by the terms of the mortgage), payment of the current principal balance may be accelerated and foreclosure proceedings may be initiated. 
"You are further informed you have the right to reinstate this loan after acceleration pursuant to, and subject. to, the provisions and limitations of said Mortgage, and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert the nonexistence of a default or any other defense you may have to foreclosure and sale." 










2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-418-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
PO Bo:x: 1414 
Redmond WA 98073 
Dear Customer: 
Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
We are pleased to welcome you as a member of the Mortgage Service center. As you know, the servicing responsibilities of your mortgage was transferred from Chase Home Finance to the Mortgage Service Center effective February s, 2010. 
The Mortgage Service Center is a full service mortgage corporation which can fulfill all of your present and future mortgage needs. Please be aware that although the servicing of your mortgage loan has transferred to the Mortgage Service Center the terms and conditions of your original mortgage contract wili not change. 
As a result of this service transfer, your mortgage loan number will change to the Mortgage Service Center loan number listed above. To further ensure prompt service through this transition period, please use this new loan number on all mortgage related correspondence or when contacting our Member Service Center. 
Shortly you will recieve a new coupon bcok_. Mailing envelopes will also be included. Until you receive your coupon, please mail your pa}'71lents· to: Mort.gage Service Center P.O. Box 5457, Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054-5457 
We look forward to providing outstanding service to our customers and we appreciate any comments or suggestions you may have. If you have any questions, please contact one of our Member Service Representatives at the number listed above Monday through Friday 8:30AM - 8:30PM (EST}. 
Sincerely, 
CHRISTINE MARSHALL 
Sales and Acquisitions Department 
Mortgage Service Center 
RRSPA/Attachment 
SY122 653 
Log in to 1ltlongageQuesti.ons.com --your seniicing website connection. 
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PHH Mortgage 
2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. LaureL NY 08954 
December 14. 2013 
In the Matter of: 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
Property Address: 
3165 NeffRoad 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Account #0018154567 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 NeffRd 
Orofino, ID 83544 
R.E.S.P.A. QUALlFED WRlTIEN REQUEST 





Please treat this letter as a "qualified written request'' under the Federal Servicer Act, 
which is part of the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act, 12 U.S.C. 2605(e). 
Specifically, we are disputing: a) the identity of a true secured 1 ender/creditor, Mill. b) the 
existence of debt, and c) your authority and capacity to collect on behalf of the alleged 
lender/creditor. Because of extensive criminal activity and fraud in this arena, we require 
proof of the chain of secured ownership from the original alleged lender/creditor to the 
alleged current lender/creditor. Further, we require proof that you are the entity that has 
been contracted to work on behalf of the alleged lender/creditor. 
Pursuant to "Subtitle E Mongage Servicing" of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and 
Consumer Protection Act and pursuant to 12 U.S.C. Section 2605(e)(l)(A) and Reg. X 
Section 3500.21(e)(l), please provide: 
\. A full, double sided, certified "true and accurate" copy of the original promissory note 
and security instrument and all assignments of the security instrument. 
2. Full name, address and telephone number of the actual entity that funded the 
transaction. 
3. Full name of Trust where the Note Number is trading. or has traded and the identifying 
Series of Certificates. 
Note: if the note number is being traded in a Fannie Mae Trust or Freddie Mac Trust, 
l 
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please provide all information to identify the Trust (i.e. Fannie Mae Pool Number, CUSIP 
Number, R.E1'r11C or SMBS Trust Number and Trust Class/Tranche). 
4. Full name, address, and telephone number of the Trustee. 
5. Full name, address, and telephone number of the Custodian ofmy original 
Promissory Note, including the name, address and telephone number of any trustee or 
other fiduciary. This request is being made pursuant to Section 1641 (0(2} of the Truth In 
Lending Act. 
6. Full name, address, and telephone number of the Custodian ofmy original Security 
Jnstrument, including the name, address and telephone number of any trustee or other 
fiduciary. This request is being made pursuant to section l 64I(f)(2} of the Truth in 
Lending Act. 
7. A physical location (address) of the original promissory note, original security 
instrument, and all assignments of the security instrument, and a contact name and 
phone number of someone who can arrange for inspection of said documents. 
8. Full name, address and telephone number of any master servicers, servicers, sub-
servicers, contingency servicers, back-up servicers, or special servicers for this account. 
9. The electronic MERS number assigned to this account if this is a MERS Designated 
Account. 
10. Proof of true sale of the note from alleged Lender to investors., by showing: 
Wire transfer document(s), and/or 
Signed purchase and sale agreement(s), 
Bank statements or similar documentation. 
11. The MERS Milestone Report, if the note number and securlty instrument was tracked 
by Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems. I want to see the audit trail of the alleged 
transfer in ownership and alleged transfer in security interest. 
12. A complete audit history from alleged Joan origination, showing the dates payments 
were applied, and to what internal accounts (i.e. principal, interest, suspense, escrow, 
etc.) payments were applied. 
13_ A complete and itemized statement of all advances or charges against this account. 
14. A complete and itemized statement of the escrow for this account, if any, from the 
date of tbe note origination to the date of your response to th.is letter. 
15. Have you purchased and charged to the account any Force-Placed Insurance'? 




MUI< 1 WHlt. I !l:I:.~ H0.82S 0J 
your response to this letter of the amounts charged for any forced-placed insurance, the 
date of the charge, the name of the insurance company, the relation of the insurance 
company to you or related company, the amount of commission you received for each 
force-placed insurance event, and an itemized statement of any other expenses related 
thereto. 
l 7. A complete and itemized statement from the date of the note origination to the date of 
your response to this letter of any suspense account entries and/or any corporate advance 
entries related in any way to this account. 
18. A complete and itemized statement from the date of the loan to the date of your 
response to this I etter of any property inspection fees, property preservation fees, broker 
opinion fees, appraisal fees, bankruptcy monitoring fees, or other similar fees or expenses 
related in any way 1o this loan. 
l 9. A statement/provision under the security instrument and/or note that authorizes 
charging any such fees against this account. 
20. Copies of all property inspection reports and appraisals, broker price opinions, and 
associated bills, invoices, and checks or wire transfers in payment thereof. 
21. Complete copy of any transaction report(s) indicating any charges for any "add on 
products" sold to the debtors in connection with this account from the date of the note 
origination to the date of your response to this letter. 
22. Complete and itemized statement of any late charges added to this: account from the 
date of the note origination to the date of your response to this letter. 
23. Complete and itemized statement of any fees incurred to modify, extend, or amend 
the loan or to defer any payment or payments due under the terms of the loan, from the 
date of the note origination to the date of your response to this letter. 
24. Comptete, itemized statement of the current amount needed to pay-off the alleged 
"loan" in full. 
25. Verification of any notification provided to me of a change in servicer. 
You shouJd be advised that within FIVE (5) DA VS yc,u must send us a letter stating 
that you receh;ed this letter. After that time you have THIRTY (30) DAYS to fully 
respond as per the time frame mandated by Congress, in "Subtit1e 'E' Mortga~e 
~rvicing,, of the "Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform .and Comumer Protection Act" 





TRUTH- IN - LENDING ACT§ 131(f)(2) 
Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1641 (f): 
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Please provide the name, address and teleph.one number of the owner(s) of the mortgage 
and the master servicer of the mongage. 
You should be advised that Violations or this Section provide for ststutory damages 








2001 Bishops Gate Blvd 
Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054 






RE: Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 139 "KeffRoad 
Orofino, fD 83544 





This letter is in response to the letter received l>y Mortgage Service Center (the "Letter"). Upon further review of rhe Letter, it has been established that it is not a Qualified Written Request under RESP A statute. Notwithstanding the Letter not meeting the requirements, Mortgage Service Center has provided the following response. 
Mortgage Service Center objects to those portions of the Letter to the extent such requests contained therein contravene or ex:pand the scope of applicable law. Mortgage Service Center further objects to any requests contained in the Letter to the extent they request or seek information or documents protected by the attorney-client privilege and/or attorney work product doctrine. The fact that Mortgage Service Center responds to any request should not be construed as an admission that it accepts or admits the existence of any facts or inferences set fonh or assumed by such ,equest Mortgage Service Center funher objects to any request to the extent it seeks the production of documents from any affiliate of Mortgage Service Center or any other third party. Mortgage Service Center will produce those documents which are responsive to a valid Qualified Written Request, which are within its cun·ent custody and control. These general objections are asserted with respect to each request and are incorporated by reference in each response set forth below. 
Mortgage Service Center has reviewed your request for documents contained in the Letter, S-Ome of which are not appropriate under the statute. 1n addition, note that the Lener does not state your beli efthat the account is in error. The Letter instead seeks responses to questions that ask for inappropriate information andior far exceed the scope of an actual Qualified Written Request. · 
Despite the fact that the Letter does not call in question the charges on the loan, Mortgage Service Center has reviewed the loan account for this purpose. Having completed the research associated_ with your inquiry, Mortgage Service Center has confirmed that the balance owed on the account is accurate as reflected in the account statement. escrow letters, and payment history. 
Enclosed are the following documents in furtherance of answeriilg your request: 
• Payment History/Transaction Codes 
• Note 
• Assignment ofMongage 
• Executed Hud-1 Statement 
• Service Transfer Disclosure Statement 
• Escrow Statement 
• Notice of Default 
• Foreclosure Notice 
Log in to MortgageQuestions.com --your sel'Vicing website collnection. 
1702
PHH Mortgage 
200 I Bishops Gate Blvd 
Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054 
Loan Accounting and Servicing Svsterns 
Tel 800-449-8767 
Fax &56-917-8300 
Numerous questions and requests are outside the scope of what is permitted in a Qualified Written Request. Mortgage Service Center has provided a detail Customer Account Activity statement along with a quick reference transaction codes to assist you in your review of the account. 
Debit~ and Credits 
Mortgage Service Center has provided a detail Customer Account Act[vity statement along with a quick reference transaction codes to assist you in your review of the account. 
Mortgage and Assignments 
Numerous questions and requests are outside the scope ofa Qualified Written Request. Documentation enclosed show Mortgage Service Center is the entity servicing the loan. 
Attornev Fees 
p.10 
Numerous questions and requests are outside the scope of !.l Qualified Written Request. As ofche date of this lener, any fees an<l costs billed are accounted for in the history provided. This will not include those fees/costs not yet billed. 
Suspense/Unappl ied Accounts 
No such funds in said accounts. 
Late Fees 
Numerous questions and requests are outside the scope of a Qualified Written Request. Late fees are detailed within the history provided. 
Propertv Inspections 
Numerous questions and requests are outside the scope ofa Qualified Written Request. Property Inspection fees are · detailed within the history provided. 
BPO Fees 
Numerous questions and requests are outside the scope ofa Qualified Written Request. 
Forced-Placed Insurance 
NIA 
Servicing Related Questions 
Numerous questions and requests are outside the scope ofa Qualified Written Request. Documentation has been provided to answer in reference to assignments and note. The physical address for Mortgage Service Center is 200 l Bishop's Gate Boulevard, Mount Laurel '\IJ 08054. 
Further assistance concerning this loan may be directed to the customer service department at 866-947-7729 
Sincerely, 
¥ 
Kyle Anthony Thoma 
Mortgage Service Center 
Log in to MortgageQuestions.com -- your servicing website connection. 
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3165 NEJIF R~. OROP:i:NO, ;rl) 63544 
(l':ropcny Add:eS5) 




fn return for a lonn t.linr I bavc received, I promise 10 pay U.S. S 2 BS, ODD. DD (~ 1UIWUDt is called "Ptiocipal"), 
plus interest, to the order of the Lender. The Leader is Cc1dwell Ba:olcer Mortgage 
I will make all payments under lhi'.s Kocc in the fonn of casb, check or mooey order. J understand th.at duo Lender may -innsfer this Note. Tbe Lender or anyone who takes this Kote by trnnsfa a::id who is 
entitled to receive payments under this Note is called tbc "Note Holder." 
2. INTEREST 
Interest will be cbaqi,,d an unp2id principal until the full amol!llt of Principal bas been paid. I will pay interest at a yearly 
rate of 6.280 %. 
Tho interest rate required by this Section 2 is du, rate I will pay both 'before and after any default described in Section 6(B) 
of this Note. 
3. PAYMENTS 
(A) rime and Place of Payments 
I will pay principal aod interest by making a paymen1 every :nolltb. I will make my ~onthly payment on thcOl.st dayof~monthbeginningonDecember J.st, 2002 . l wi:l 
make these payrru:nts e"ery mon!h uctil r have paid all of the princ~al and interest and IIJIY other charges described below that l 
may owe under this Note. Each monthly payment will be applied as of its scheduled due dale Jllld will be applied to interest 
before Ptincipal. lf; on:Novemher 1st, 20::!2 , I still owe amounts under this Nole, r will pay those amounts in full on 
that date, which i.s called the "Maturity Date." l will make my monthly payments "tlOOO Leadenhall. Road lll'OUll.t Laure1, NJ 080Si 
OC' at a different place if rc:quin:d by the Note Holder. (:S) Amoum of 11,fonthly Payments 
My monthly payment will be in the amollnt of U.S. S 1760.36 
4. BODllOWER'S RIGB.TTO PREPAY 
I have the right lo make payments of Principal at any time before they .are due. A p~ymCDt of Principal only is known as a 
"Prepayment.~ When I ma.la: a PrepaJrnenr, l will leU the NIJIC Holder in writing that I am doing ro. I may not desigute a 
payment as a Prepayme1u if I have not made all the rnontllly payments due under the Note. r may make a full Prepaymcllt or partial Prepayments without paying a Prepayment charge. T!le Note Holder will use my 
Prepayments to reduce the amount _of_Princjpal that I owe under this Note. However, the Note Holder :nay apply my 
Prepaymer.t to the accroed and unpaid mtercst oo the Prepayment amount, before applying my Prcpaymeut to reduce the 
?riocipel amount of tne Note. If I rae.ko a p,1nial Prepayment, there wiU mo no ch.an!!Cs in chc ;lue date or in. the amount of my 
manthl~· paym..,.t unlc.ss the Note Holder agrees in wntiug 10 those change.. 
MUL TISTATE FIXED RA.TE llOTE-s;,,91" Family-Fannf9 l.laa/Fr•Gdh Mae UN!FORM IHSTRUMENT 
• •SN fDQOi).11.2 Form J20D 1/01 "' YW.P •Ol!TGAGE FOIW$- c110:s:z,.m, A'}.,, 
Pm I <( > .... ., __LlL '1f C,.fi,N' 
p.11 
1704
S. LOAN CHARGES 
If a law, whfob applie. to this loan end which sets maximum loan charges, is finally intc:prcted so tbat the interest or othc: Joan charges collected or to be collc::ted in co:nacction with this lol!ll exceed the permitted limits, then: (a) any such Joan charge shall be reduced by the amount necessary 10 nducc- t:ie charge to tlie permitted limi1; and (b) any sums already collected from me which exceeded pcrmitll:d limits v,ill be refilildcd to me. The Note Holder may choose 10 make this refuad by reducing th<: Priru:ipal ] owe under this Note or by making a direct pnymentto me. lf a r.fund reduces Priacipal, the reduction will be treated as a partial Prcpaym:nr. 
6. BORROWER'S FAILURE TO PAY .AS 'REQOIRED [A) Late Charge for Overdue Payments Tf the Note Holder has not received tbc fall amount of any monthly payment by the end of Fifteen calendar days after the date it is clue, 1 will pay a late charge to the Note Holder. The amount of the chi:rge will be 5. OD% of my overdue paj1I11ent of priccipal and interest. I will P'-Y this la.1e cha.-gc promptly bur only once on each late payment. 
(B) Default 
If I do not pay tbe full amount of each monthly payment on the date it is d11e. I will be in default. 
(C) Notice of Default 
lfl n.:m in default. the Note Holdermny send me a written notice relling me that if! do not ])2)1 tbc overdue amowit by a certai.:t ciate, the Note Holder may require me to pay i.mmediati:ly tbe full amount of Principal which has not bc:c:i paid and all tlte iirterest fant r owe cm tnat amount. That date must be at least 30 days after the date on which the notice is mailed 10 me or delivered by other means. 
(D) No Wniver By Note Bolder 
Even if, at a time when I BlJl in default, the Note Holder docs not require me to pay Immediately in full as described above, the Note Holder ,vill srJI have tlu: riglttto do so if! am in dcfll\llt at a later time. 
(E) Payment of Note Holder's Costs and Expenses l:fthe Note Holder bas required me to pay inunediat<:ly in .full as de,cribcd above, the Note Helder will have the right to be pai.d bEcl<: byme for all of its ccsts and expenses in eafurcing this Note to the extent not prohibited by applicable law. Those expenses include, for example, reilSonable attorneys' fees. 
7. GlVIl\"G OF NOTICES 
Un.less applicable law requires 2 different method, illlY notice that must be given to me under this Note will be given by deliverit,g it or by mailing it by first class mail to me at the Property Address above orat a different address if I give lbe ~otc; Holder a notice of my different address. Any r.otice that must be given to the Note Uolderunde. this Note "'ill be givea, by dclivcriog it or by mailing it by first class mail to the Note Holc!:r at the addi:ess stated in Section 3( A) above or at a tlitTcm:nt address if I am given a notice of that different a<ldress. 
8. OBLIGA TION"S OF .PERSONS 'CINDER TBIS NOTE 1:f more than one person signs tins Note, each person is fully acd personally obligated to keep all of the pmmises made ir. this Note, including the promise to pay the full amount owed. Any person who is a guarantor, surety o. endorser of this Note is also oblignted to do these things. Ally person who takes over these obligations, including die obligations of a guarantor, surety or eodQISCr of this Kole, is also ob.lig;JJl:d to keep all of the promises made iD !hi. Note. The Note Holder ma\• Cllfon:e its rights Ulldcr this Note agail'.ISI each person iodividuaUy or against all ofus together. Tw .aieans that any one ofus itiay be requin:d to pay all of!he rl!Ilounts owed under this Note. 
9. WAIVERS 
r and any other peaon who has obligations under this Note waive the rigl:.ts of Presentment and Notice of Dishonor. ":':"seatme~t" Uleans the right to re~llire the )Tote Holder to delIWld payment of l!IllounlS due. "Notice of DishOllor'' means the ngnt to requite lhc Note Holder to grvc notice to ether persons that lltDOun1s duet.ave not been paid 
G\,·5N !0"'5).02 




10. Ul\'IFORMSECURED NOTE 
This Note is a lllliform instrument with limited variations in some jutisdictions. Jn addition to the protections given to the Note Holdertlllder this Note, a Mortgage, Deed of Trust. or Security Deed (the "Security Insttumeat'?, dnted the SllllJC date as this Note, protects 1he Note Bolder from possih!c IOS!CS which might result ifl do 1101 keep the promises which! make in this Note, That SeclJrity Instrument describes how end under what canditior.s J may be required 10 row immedi~ payment in full of all amounb l owe under this Note. Soxne <Jf°tbose conditions .:.re dcsc:rlbed as follo,vs: If all or 1111y part of the Property or any Interest in the Property is sold or 1111.ru:ferred {or if Bor~ow;r is not .a natural person and a bencooal interest in Borrowe:- is sold or trllllSf=d) without Lencler's prior written consent, Lender may require immed[ate payment in full of all suw secured by 1"J$ Security Instrument. However, tbis optior, sb:ill not be exe.roised by Leader ifsucb exercise is prohibited by AJ>Plicablc, La.w. If Lender cxerc:ses this option, Lender shall give Borrower notice ofncceleration. The notice shall provid~ a period of not Jess than 30 da.ys fi:om the date the notice is given in accll?'dance with Section 15 within which Borrower must pay all sums secured by this Security Instrument. IfBoffl\Wer fails to pay these .rums prior to the expiration of this period, Lender mzy invoke any remedies permitted by this Security Ins1t11ment without further cctice.ordemandon Borrower. 








--------------(Secl) ---------------(Seal} -Bonvwcr 
-Boncwer 









CLEARWATER COUNTY, OROFINO, IDAHO 
6-14-2010 02:40;55 No, of Pages: 2 
Recorded for: CCL T 
Ex-Officio Recorder Deputy 
Index 111: ASSIGNMENT, DEED OF TRUST - --
CARRIE BIRD Fe~:"'G.00 • 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF· TRUST . - . DEl!:D OF,. r . ST NOTE 
KNOW AlL :MEN BY THESE PRESENTS THAT FOR VALUE RECEIVED, J.P. 
Morgan Chase Bank N.A .• AS BEN"'EFICIARY, hereinai_-'rerreferred to as "Assignor", does 
p.14 
hereby, v1ithout recourse, sell, assign, endorse md transfer unto, PHH J\,fortgage Corporation all 
of its right, title and interest in and to the following: 
L That certain Deed ofTnlSt Nvte in the {)riginal amount of$285,000.00 and all monies and interest due or to become due thereon, which was executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson, a married person, and made payable to Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation; and 
2. That certain Deed of Trust, which. was executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson, a married person, naming First American Title as Original Tra:."1:ee, and subsequently to Just Law, Inc., as Successor Trustee, witll Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation as the Beneficiary, under the Deed of Trust recorded October 4, ·---· 2002 as Instrument No. 190568, in the records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A, recorded. DecembcY 20, 2007 as Instrument No. 207590; .and 
. ...--..... 
3. All of that certain real property described iJI. the Deed of Trust 
mentioned above an.d which is described as follows: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
ToV1>-:nship 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian. 





This Assignment shall be binding upon the successors and assigns of the Assign.or. 
Dated this 9th day of-'J""'u.=n=e'-----' 20.!.Q_. 
J.P. Morgan Chase :&ankN.A. 
~,l@-l/o~ 
By: Ki-rsten Bailey,4ic:e President 





On this~ day of ,Time 20-1..(p before me, the imdersigned,, a Notary Public in and 
for -the S1ate of Louis ian~ personally appeared Kirst eu Baj J ey , known to 
me to be the Vice President of the corporation that executed this instrument or the 
person who executed the instrument on behalf of said corporation and ackn.ow }edged to me that 
such corporation executed the same. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I ]iavehereunto set my hand and official seal this 9th day of 
June 20 10. 
,\\\li~liHl:;J{_;".• ~../..-- r{ rk /l~ fl . 
::;.~'' r..9JE JQ ·1~, ~. _J_j Y i 1J.).JtN'--'.~ '~""·' 'lt.11, <r- N P bl c.-· S'~·:.••Aii"·:v.s:a«:~;._ otary u 1c.1.or Ouachita P rish f Pf:<~P" Y ···.;~'\ Residing at 780 Kansas Lane, Monroe, LA 
§ ~: \ -~ ;,; Commission expires: _L_1_· t~e-c ... -i....,m""e~----= c: 6?,375 : fl =: Katrina Marie Johnson /168375 
:; ~\ s· !f E 
·;;;; ~"'·9 ,.,. , ,v .. "' ,t...~ ,.::.; ... -
J-::.: -n.:• • .;!JS~.··r~ ~, 
:;,,.;,., ~ft,~ •••••• ~ -~ 4:-.'. 
'P"'.:, r.~a,,W .. ~: 
'itr,,, ,.,~- ·-., ,,mwn''''· 
Loan No. 001S154567 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEED OF TRUST .AND DEED OF TRUST NOTE 
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CHASEO 
Chase Home Finance LLC 
OH4-7382 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1 
December 22, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X34l4 
REDMOND WA 98073 
Account Ending In: 
Date of Loan: 
Original Amount of Loan: 
Mortgage Property Address: 
0920 
October 4, 2002 
$285,000.00 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, lD 83544 
SUB.JECT: NOTICE OF NEW CREDITOR 
We are sending you this Notice in accordance with the requirements of the "Helping 
Families Save Their Homes Act of 2009." Your mortgage loan (referenced above) 
has been sold or transferred to JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A ("Chase"). Chase is the 
New Creditor of your loan. 
• This Notice is provided for informational purposes only. 
You are not required to take any action as a result of this Notice. 
• This Notice does not affect the servicing of your mortgage loan or change your 
servker. Please continue to make payments on your mortgage loan to your current 
servicer at the same address to which you were instructed by your servicer to 
make payments (unless or until you are ad.vised differently by your servicer). Any 
mortgage payments that are not sent time]y to your servicer may result in late fees 
and other charges 
The term "we" means Chase. The terms "you,, and "your" mean the mortgage 




NOTICE OF NEW CREDITOR 
Please note the following information regarding the transfer of your mort~a;(e loan: 
1. The identity (name), address and telephone number of the New Creditor is: 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
111 Polaris Parkway 
Columbus, OH 43240-2050 
I-800-848-9136 
2 .. _The_date of the sale of your mortgage Joan to the New Creditor was: December 3, 
2009. 
3. Chase Home Finance, LLC is acting as the agent for the creditor. If you have any 
questions regarding this Notice, please contact Chase Home Finance, LLC at the 
address and phone number below: 
Chase Home Finance, LLC 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219 
1-800-848-9136 
p.17 
4. Evidence of transfer of ownership of your mortgage loan or the instrument securing 
your mortgage loan is recorded in the land records of the county in which the 
mortgaged property is located. 
S. Any investor or creditor that purchases your loan is required under federal law to give 
you ·written notice. ff you have any questions concerning this Notice, please feel 





Ms. Donna Nickerson 
3165NEFFRD 
OROFNO, ID 83544 
Ref. 3165 NEFF RD., OROFINO, ID 83544 
Fax# 425-691-7926 and First Class Mail 
Dear Ms. Nickerson, 
3900 \'Visconsin A-vence. f,t,N 
Wash.igton, DC 200· 6-l892 
May 2, 2013 
Thank you for contacting Fannie Mae. You requested a written response to your letter 
dated 4/18/13: 
Please be advised that Fannie Mae does not own your loan. Our records show that the 
loan was sold to Fannie Mae on 12/27/2002. and Fannie Mae's interest in the 
loan terminated as of 12/3/2009. Your request for copies of your loan file, 
communications and correspondence should be directed to your mortgage servicer, JP 
Morgan Chase. 
If you have further questions, please contact our Resource Center at 1-800:.. 732-6643. 
Margi£ 
Business Analyst 
Fannie Mae's Resource Center 
Washington D.C 
Confidential - Internal Distribution 
p.18 
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PREPARED BY: Slewart Lender SeNlcea 
RECORDING REQUESTED BY 
/AFTER RECORDING RETURN TC: 
Steqrt Lendffs.Mces 
Attn. Ma uile le Blanc 
JI P.O. Box 36369 
.,.. Hgumn, Taxas 77238 
TttL (800) 1~&3 
!>aol: 0 
t.oan Numbar: ClG18154S&T 
Other Loan II 1916210l20 SLS#: Prc)9ct Number: 
232200700t {Space Allow, INs Une Far Recorder'• Use Only} 
ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
STATE OF JDAHO 
KNOW ALL MEN SY THESE PRESENTS: COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
That COl<lwell Banker Mortgage CAssignor'), acting herein by and through a duly authorized officer, the Olllner and holder of one certain prcmisso,y note executed by DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON ('B01TOY1er(s)') secured by a Deed of Trust of even date therewith from Borrower(s) for uie benefit of the holder of the sair:I note. which was recorded on the lot(s), or parcel[s) of land described therein situated in the County of CJeaswater, State of Idaho: 
R1111ordlng Ret; Recorded on 10/4/2002, Instrument/Document No. 190566 
For and in consideration of the sum of Ten and Nol100 dollars ($10.00), and other good valuable and sufficient consideration pai<i. the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does hereby transfer and assign, set over and deliverunlo J.P. MORGAN CHASE BANK, NA (Assignee) an beneficial interest in and to title to said Deed of Trust, together with the note anci all other liens against said property secla'ing the payment thereof, and aH title held by the undersigned in and to said land. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLO unto said Assignee said abOlle described Deed ofTrust and note, together With all and singular the liens. rights, equities, title and estate in said real estate therein described securing the payment thereof, or olheiwise. 
Executed lhis lhe 2Dth day of November A.O. 2007. 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 




VICE ?RE~T?"' , 
Attest ~~~
LEAH BOEDEKE~(  
ASSISTANT VICE PRESIDENT 
On this the 20th day of November A.O. 2007, before me, a Notary Public, appeered JAMES KUCHERKA to me personally known, who being by me duly swam. did say that (s)he is the VICE PRESIDENT of Coldwel Banker Mortg~ge, and Iha! said instrument was si!'Jned on behelf of said corporation by authority of its Board of Directors, and said JAMES KUCHERKA acknowledged said instrument to be the free act and deed of said CCJrilOra11on. 
~~- -IN _WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed!;?offic-altal the ctay and year first above . "il (i,/M)J 
Assignee's Address: 
194 Wood Avenue South 
lselin NJ 08830 
e GAYLE CRAINE NOTARY PUBUC llTATEOFTElfAS COMM. El(pll!Es oa-a1,t010 
IWIIIIUIIHDB • I ll 1 I l $ ..i 5 S ? .. 
GAYLE CRAINE 
Assignor 7 S Address: 
3000 Leadenhall Road 
Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054, Mail Stop LGl 
Allention: General Counsel 
1111111 
• 2 l 2 7 11111111111~1 111-11s .. ca7,.. 
p.19 
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Illinois fines first company in foreclosure 
document probe 
Page 1 of 4 
Department of Financial and Professional Regulation finds evidence of 
'negligence or incompetence' by New Jersey-based PHH Mortgage 
June 22, 2011 I By Mary Ellen Podmolik, Tribune reporter 
The state of Illinois said it found evidence of "negligence or incompetence" in PHH Mortgage 
Corp.'s foreclosure procedures and levied a fine of $290,000. 
The order, issued late Wednesday, comes eight months after the state's Department of 
Financial and Professional Regulation began investigating 20 state-licensed mortgage 
companies. It is the first disciplinary action taken. 
i> 
Stop Foreclosure In CO· 
cemurylegalgroup.com 
Colorado Foreclosure Attorneys. Free 
Consult. No Upfront Fees. 
Mount Laurel, N.J.-based PHH, along with 16 other companies, remains under investigation 
by the department. PHH did not return phone calls seeking comment. 
The state, which asked PHH for 10 complete foreclosure case files, also looked at 20 cases that 
foreclosure law firm Fisher & Shapiro LLC admitted in Cook County Circuit Court may 
contain faulty foreclosure documents. In 19 of those cases, state investigators found evidence 
that PHH had submitted signed but incomplete paperwork to Fisher and Shapiro, with 
notations that other relevant facts would later be added. 
The state also found that 16 of the 19 cases contained prove-up affidavits, used to verify the 
amount owed by the borrower, that contained the ~ame PHH employee·~ name in "no le~s 
ExJ,j//- /2 
/J°&e laf l 
http://articles.cbicagotribune.com/2011-06-22/business/ct-biz-0623-robo-signing-2011062... 3/28/2014 
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Illinois fines PHH over foreclos1.--- documents - Chicago Tribune Page2 of 4 
than five distinctly different signatures, leading the department to conclude that at least four 
affiants used a person's name other than their own to sign the affidavits." 
"We're not at the point of calling it forgery, because forgery is a crime, and we're not a law 
enforcement agency," Brent Adams, head of the state agency, said Wednesday. "We do allege 
that there was something illegal here. It is not a safe and sound mortgage practice for 
different people to be signing someone's name in an prove-up" affidavit. 
In March, following Fisher and Shapiro's admission of altered documents, Cook County 
Circuit Court Presiding Judge Moshe Jacobius temporarily halted more than 1,700 
foreclosure cases. Jacobius said Tuesday that the number had grown to 2,127 on hold. 
In its order, the state said PHH's conduct "at the very least rises to the level of negligence or 
incompetence." 
A maximum fine of $25,000 can be levied for each violation of the Residential Mortgage 
license Act. The state fined PHH $10,000 for each of the 19 files with faulty paperwork and 
$25,000 for four instances in which an employee used a name other than his or her own to 
sign the documents. PHH, which was served with the order Wednesday, has 10 days to 
request a hearing on the action. 
The state's actions are separate from a national probe by state attorneys general into faulty 
foreclosure procedures and allegations that foreclosures were processed without being 
reviewed, an activity that has come to be known as robo-signing. 
Adams said the state continues to review its own cases for those potential problems. 
"As the glut of foreclosures became more intense, that is the backlog became more intense, 






How To Stop Foreclosure 
how-to-refinance-mortgage.info 
You Can Save Your Home Now! Avoid 3 Common 
Mistakes. 
I 1~-t t:r Li i" 1 
Ex/,;//! / 2. 
lo..Je. 2 of 2 
'H')Q/")(11 A 
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Chain of Title Graph of Nickerson Property Showing 











..... Nust Law 
I)~ 
~~ 
Loan on 50 acre 
property originates 
with CB on 10/04/02. 
CB becomes servicer. 
Fannie Mae buys note 
12/27/02 - Exhibit 13-4 
lo\.::-... 
<...:; 
2002 2003 2004 
Assignment CB to 
JPM Chase 11/20/07 
- Exhibit 13-1 
CB sends letter that 
Mortgage Service 
Center** is transferring 
servicing to Chase HF* 
CB sends welcome letter that 
Chase HF* is transferring 
servicing to Mortgage Service CB provides payment 
Center** 02/12/10 book in 06/10 to 
CB sends intent to foreclose make check payable 
letter same day. Exhib.it 13-2 . to CB - Exhibit 13-3 ....~ 
Fannie Mae sells note 
12/03/09- Exhibit 13-4 
JPM Chase denies Chase HF* sends letter 
being a party to the stating as of 12/03/09 
assignment dated JPM Chase is new 
11/20/07 creditor- Exhibit 13-5 
Assignment CB to 
JPM Chase 11/20/07 
- Exhibit 13-1 
~~ \ 
Assignment 




claims never had 
ownership. See 
Chase Answers to 
Interrogatories. 
JPM Chase claims 
ownership and 
possession since 
12/03/09- Exhibit 13-5, 




Chase HF* starts · 
servicing 
PHH appoints Just PHH claims ownership based 
• Law Trustee 06/04/1 o _ on trans!er from Fannie Mae 
Exhibit 13-9 (no specific date). See PHH's 
. ~ Answer to Interrogatories. 
PHH claims to be new servicer and states intent to 
foreclose in letter 02/12/10 - Exhibit 13-8. Chase HF, .• Assign.ment JPM Chase \ 
CB and PHH state PHH is new owner and PHH has to PHH 06/09/10-
all records. PHH becomes debt collector. ~ JI' Exhibit 13-6 . . . 
PHH appoints Just Law Trustee 06/04/10 - Exhibit 13-
9. Just Law records notice of default 06/14/10 - Exhibit 
13-10. Just Law becomes debt collector 05/25/10 
Just Law publishes and attempts non-judicial 
PHH contradictory 
statements - PHH claims 
and denies ownership, 
possession and servicer 
responsibilities. See PHH 
quotes Feb 2010 to present. 
foreclosure (June-Oct2010)- Exhibit 13-11 ~- ...... ~~~~~=::=:=:::::==== ......... 
Just Law claims possession 
based on foreclosure initiation 
- June 2010 to present. See 
Just Law quotes. 
Just Law initiates 
judicial foreclosure 
01/10/2011 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
*Chase HF - Chase Home Finance separate entity of JP Morgan Chase Bank, NA. See Exhibit 13-5. 
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Stlllwalt 1..erma,-Services 
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Pool:Q 
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Other Loan II , 91B210l2G 
232200TII01 
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(Space.Above 1"4s Line Far Reconler'a Use Only) 
ASSIGNMENT of DEED OF TRUST 
STATE OF JDAHO KNOW ALL MEN SY THESE PRESENTS: 
COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
That Col<lwell Banker Mortgage rAssigncr'), acting herein by and through a duly aufhonzed officer, the ovmec a holder of one certain promissory note executed by DONNA NICKERSON AND CHARLES R NICKERSON ('Borrower(s}') secured by a Deed of Trust of even date therewith f!DITl Borrower(s} for the benefit of the h the said note, whlcll was recorded on the lot(s), or parcel(s) of land described therein situated in the Co CleafWater, State of Idaho: 
RIK.Ording Ref: Recorded on 10/4/2002, lnstrumentJDocume."lt No. 190568 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD unto said Assignee said abOlle described Dee f Trust and note, together with all an singular the liens. rights, equities, title and estate in said real estale in described securing lhe payment thereof, or olhtwtise. 
T&/E UIJI: {JEltufltv 
ty.e Cl/ TJ:{} /V AN tJ tf.t?(j)tl;lN 6 
i-_r .Dlf.CCII rc.ve- tJF ~tt~p 
{!_ 0 Lb w EZ-L J>ril NtJ r 
If /i~'E /fb1V£fLlLAL 
TN/1:7.EST 4.f OF Tl{:rJ' 
D/11t. 
Le,1tt.. IJ f;-:fC/lUTwAI 
If M LS'f L!V6 , 
Executed this the 20th day of Nove:nber A.O. 
20D7. 
/vbTft/LE SLG/J of fl<.f/WJtllE:lv' 
/)OClfllAOVr LS ll Norn Ill '& 
£ti Nllll.AIJ' CtJ 1.(11/T Y 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
By. ~~ 4'--( -/-· ROBO-Sifl/if~tJ,J 
JAMES KUCHERKA 
VICE?RE~ ~ , A::HBOE~ ~ 
THE STATE OFT~ 
COUNTYOF~HAR:,;:.;.~R~IS'--~~~~~-
ASSISTANT VICE PRESIDENT 
On this I 0th day of November A.O. 2007 before me, a Notary Public, appeared JAMES KUCHERKA to me personally n • m. dkl say that {s)he is the VICE PRESIDENT of Caldwel Banker Mortga_ge. and that said instrument was signed on behalf of said corporation l)'J authority of its Board of Directors, and said JAMES KIJCHERKA acknawledged said iT1Strument to be the free act .ind deed of said corporation. 
wntten. . , .. '°" 
IN.WITNESS WHEREOF, I ha~ hereunto set my hand and affixedl;!offic·a1{t1 the day and year first above 
ttU;«J ;;..<-- Da~s /JOT £xrsr 
Assignee's A~dress: 
194 Wood Avenue Soulh 
lselin NJ 08830 
GAYLE CRAINE 
Assignor's Ad.dress: 
:3000 Leadenhall Road 
Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054, Mail Stop LGl 
Allention: Gener.ii Counsel ~ 
e GAYLE CRA.INe 11/0TAf!Y PUSUC STATE OF TElfAS C!>.VM.!Y1RES08'31-2afD1 ~ Tl:l{ 4$ NOrllfly 
A fSit !If D/l.S ll)(Jfi"1:J) LN 
fl/lllv Je-1<. Sc'/. 
/Jv lltl<E IN 17-/ E JA/o /C.1.-f) 
WAS (}I.IS /fJTLG /1/Mt;,vT IJ,~-~,JIJl1'' ~ lP-JJ.1!11'JIJIJ-JJ~P s.,r;1vM ? 
E IJ /1.. CfJ 0€ P /ll?S-cAIC£ I/>? f' L£C4 Th" ,Cd t:.6' t:7J / F-~ u /Ju LBVT !)o CJ' 






2001 Bishops Gate Boulevard 
Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 
Tel 888-41&-0364 
Fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nicke=son 
PO Box 341.4 
Redmond WA 98073 
N O T I C E C F 
TII ~s MJ rLct 1-/f.l.S 8f:E!,} f 12.o If e/V 
7!) IJ { £N v11 ~ ]JV A (Cl/ ,ltl ff A ,I\J/) 
, _. I?· E I Loan Kumber: 00l8154567 {)AJl/..e? .. £/1-r> L ' Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID B3544 
T 0 F O R E C L O S E 
'/)DW111J(}IZ!} IYMT f/11 Ff/Ll 
~, 
The mortgage on your prope is in default £or the January oi, 2003 payment 
and is now 1.4 mo _ ue- The TOT.AL AMOUNT required to cure 
your default is$ 32,605-86_-To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are dema..~ding that 
you make a paym in "C- IED FUNDS" for the ::otal amount due. 
In addition, please be advised as of the date of this letter, $ _oo 
in late charges have also accrued. 
I~ the event you do not cure the default in full within THIRTY {30) da~ 
from the date of this letter {as provided by the terms of the mortgager~ J 
payment of the current principal balance may he accelerated and foreclosure 
proceedings may be initiated. 
,- --
"You a:re further informed you have the right to reinstate this loan after 
acceleration pursuant to, and subject to, the provisions and limitations of said Mortgage, and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert 
the nonexistence of a default or any other defense you may have to 
foreclosure and sale." 
If you disagree with the assertion that a default has occurred or the 
calculation of the amount require cure the de ou may contact us 
at l-800-330-0423. This is an tempt to collect a debt, any information 
obtained will be used for tha urpose. --------~r-------
S inc e:: ~ ~ ~ - 'i·J 
Loan ~u....._.~~~ ~ 2a.~t~~ 
WE C.olilrttln:D n+ETIII 
Mo rlft"l( /lb--r:=ttt w 
To - fl.. e-s DJllCt./ o tl. 
/..BlfLBi/ r7/ff /llll:'TEP 
!)~ULT, 
AOMISJL{)IJ 7lf£Y All£ (XC161) . 
lJ £Y/ r C{) LL €C!1J/U" 77/ Em.0:7)/l.6'
1 
'/.tNOt7l 7H£ ACT Mu.ST fr.1uo~1 




Ntw' CtJf'f h>/l. !t..ttl/lJ.18£U.:ry 
Send Correspondence Only To; 
P.O. Bc,x ~2. Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054-5452 




Redmond WA 98073-3414 
II d11l11l111ml 111111 I !11, ll11 l11 I III ti, I 11l111 ll1 I, ii ill, ,I 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
Go online at www.mortgagequestions.com and uiew 
your mortgage a,:CQ<Jn1 inlormalior. in seconds! 
MAl(E CHECKS PAYAEII..E TO: 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
PO Box 7151 
·Pasadena, CA 91109-7151 
• Information Verification 
• Name/Address Change Form 
• www.MortgageQuestions.com 
• Direct Debit Automatic Payment Sign-Up 
• SpeedPay/Mortgage Payment Options 
• $250 Coupon 
• Monthly Payment Coupons 
• Pa ment and Contact Information 
0018154567 
DU£ DATE .. 
06-01-10 
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Ms. Donna Nickerson 
3165NEFFRD 
ORO~O, ID 83544 
Ref. 3165NEFFRD., OROFINO, ID 83544 
Fax # 425-691-7926 and First Class Mail 
Dear Ms. Nickerson, 
3900 Wisconsin Averu,. f>l'N 
'.'lashington, DC 200· &2892 
May 2, 2013 
Thank you for contacting Fannie Mae. You requested a written response to your letter 
dated 4/18/13: 
Please be advised that Fannie Mae does not own your loan. Our records show that the 
loan was sold to Fannie Mae on 12/27/2002, and Fannie Mae's interest in the 
loan terminated as of 12/3/2009. Your request for copies of your loan file, 
communications and corresp dence should be directed to your mortgage servicer, JP 
Morgan Chase. 
If you have further questions, pl 
Margie 
Business Analyst 
Fannie Mae's Resource Center 
Washington D.C 
contact our Resource Center at 1-800'-732-6643 . 
..5°JlMl' OATF Ct-1'1:St CUl.£.JV/.1 
TD teca ME /If IT w ae.tJ7JL';?J .. <. 
Su: t"Xt-/D1Ir ;J-.S-




Chase Home Finance LLC 
OH4-7382 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219-6009 
1 
December 22, 2009 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO B0X3414 
REDMOND WA 98073 
Account Ending ln: 
Date of Loan: 
Original Amount of Loan: 
Mortgage Property Address: 
0920 
October 4. 2002 
$285,000.00 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO~ lD 83544 
SUBJECT: NOTICE OF NEW CREDITOR 
We are sending you this Notice in accordance with the requirements of the "Helping 
Families Save Their Homes Act of 2009." Your mortgage loan (referenced above) 
has been sold or transferred to JPMorgan Chase Bank, NA ("Chase·~). Chase is the 
New Creditor of your loan. 
• 
• 
This Notice is provided for informational purposes only . 
You are not required to take any action as a result oftbis Notic~. 
This Notice does not affect the servicing o-fyour mortgage loan or change your 
servicer. Please continue to make payments on your mortgage loan to your current 
servicer at the same address to which you were instructed by your servicer to 
make payments (unless or until you are advised differently by your servicer). Any 
mortgage payments that are not sent timely to your servicer may result in late fees 
and other charges 
The term "we" means Chase. The terms ':vou" and "your" mean the mortgage 





NOTICE OF NEW CREDITOR 
Please note the following information regarding the transfer ef your mortf{ap;e loan: 
L The identity (name). address and telephone number of th~ ~Cre~: 
< JPMor~ Chase Bank, N.A. J" If Ill/~ I) 47t F/+/1/Nit 
111 Polans Parkway 
Columbus, OH 43240-2050 /VIit€' SoLp !vtJIF, sa-
l-800-848-9136 Et H.CIJ 1:.r /] - '/, 
.. _ ·- 2 •. _Th-. e-_d_a_te_o_f-tb_e_s_al_e_o_J_y_o_ur_m_ort_g_a_g_e_.lo_an_to-th_e_N_. e_w_C_r_e_di_'to_r_w_as-:. _D_e_ce_m_b_e_r_3_, __ / 
2009. 
3. Chase Home Finance, LLC is acting as the agent for the creditor. If you have any 
questions regarding this Notice, please contact Chase Home Finance, LLC at the 
address and phone number below: 
Chase Home Finance, LLC r<--. Sa V L [£!( 
3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus, OH 43219 
1-800-848-9136 
~~~~~tnS:lfer"iof11W1ienlhitrul""YOUI'll'IIU~tge"to;Jarcn--fi'le-4DSt~~entsecuring 
your mortgage loan is recorded in the land records of the county in which the 
mortgaged property is located. 
LC-CHEN-0809B 
.. No re .;r; tvt o/Lblt1I C1MsE-
/./ tV O C f-11/fc ff{)1111 E fuv 411/ cc 
/U ... E /c.ffP!l.eSEN' rZJVt 11./-tf111..r t"7.J/€J 




This Assignment sh.all be binding upon the successors and assigns of the Assign.or. 
Dated this 9th day of-'J~u=n"""'e'--___ , 201.Q_. 





J.P. Morgan Chase Ra:nkN.A. /J /J r- _ r-/1.. }0 ,·tJ-(Z . ,,. ~ 1r..Jl1JO-vl6Aff: 
~,LJJAl (lj ~ 
By: Kirsten Bailey,~ice President 
On this-2.tn day of .June 20-1.0, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and 
fortb.e State of Louisian§I, personally appeared Kirsten Bai 1 e:y , known to 
me to be the Vice President of the corporation that executed this instrument or the persou wbo executed the instrument on behalf of said corporation and acknow }edged to me that such corporation executed the same. 
Lean No. 0018154567 




3415 Vi.;ic:: Drive 
Co[umbus. OH ,UZI 9-6009 
CHASEO 
January IO, 2014 
Donna Nickerson and CharJes R. Nickerson 
?o:Box3414 
Redmond.WA 98073 
Verification of debt for mortgage loan *****"'0920 
Borrower(s): Donna Nickerson 
Cnarles R. Nickerson 
Dear Donna Nickerson and Charles R. Niekerson: 
This letrer is in response ro tbe correspo11dence we received. on December 16. 2013 about the account 
above. 
Enclosed are copies of the following documents: 
- Loan Transaction History 
-Note 
- Security lnstrument 
- Assignment or Mortgage 
It is our position that Chase has addressed your correspondence in a manner that compUe.-..;w11~~.Ke 
J;:s.tu~:ett:ien:iet1:t-:t''r6c=editffiw;....~;J!and Regulation X. \Ve are not required to produce 
which will remain in our possessio m accordance with applicable record retention r-'"'·..._.===--
Please note~ Lhat the account was transferred to ~cer on September 2~ 
blformatioo regarding the Mortgage.Electronic Registration Systems (MER$) can be located on .,Q 
website al http://www.mersinc.org/. However. this is not a MERS loan. ~
Any info.n:nation or document requested but not included "l'\'ith our prior rcspoasc: js unavailable or 
considered confidential, and cannot be provided. A response to aJI questions related to loan transactions can be found· ~tion history. 
ank, National Association. 










:200 l Bishops Gate Boulevard/' Mt. Laurel NJ 08054 .-.. ____ _ Tel 800-449-8767 
Fax 856-917-8300 
February 12, 2010 
Denna Nickerson 
Charles Nickerson 
Loan Number: 0018154567 
Property Address: 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 
3165 l'Ie:ff Road 
Orofino ID 83544 n-1cs No r(Cf HtU $0:,7'/ flD VFlV {/IV#LUjt..€ A/II& 
Tb OE f.JIIVA u:tJ 
I 
W !+CC{) Mfr /fN !J W fl eu:.gv 1/11 LE. 
~-~-~-~-~-:---~-~---=-~-=-~-~-=-I-0 N. -L.l. 0 P ~REC LOSE 
Dear customer(s): 
The mortgage on your property is in default or the January 01, 2009 payment and is now 1.4 mont::is past due. this w · · ng, the TOTAL AMOUNT required to cure your default s $ 32,605.86_ To AVOID FORECLOSURE, we are demanding that you make a pa nt in "CERTIF D FONDS" for the total amoun.t due. 
~n a~·~nli!ce cha~~~v!sa~~ot~~c~!~.of In t ~~ d; ~t  the default 1n full from the date of this letter {as provided by the payment of the current principal balance will be foreclosure proceedings will be initiated. 
this letter, 
within THIRTY (30) days 
terms of the mortgage), 
accelerated and 
nyou are further informed you have the right to reinstate this loan after acceleration pursuant to, and subject to, the provisions and limitations of said Mortgage and that you have a right to bring a court action to assert the nonexistence of a default, or any other defense you may have to foreclosure and sale." 
I! you disagree with the assertion tha fault has occurred or the calculation of the amount re · ea to cure the e you may contact us at 1-800-330-0423. This is attempt to collect a deb ., any information obtained will be used £or tha ose. --..._~--------Sincerely, 1 Loa:.~ Counseling Center 
P /.I 1-1 :U If () €11 T Ci9 Ut?C TlJ/l . (XC160) 
Exlt/6~/ IJ-8 
Log in to ;Ho1·tgageQuestioris.co111. - your servici1rg websi,:e conneciion, 
1724
1 
119""'•·• -···""· ~ ,., 
2144t!O CLEARWATER COUN'1Y, OROFINO, IDAH<. S-14-2010 02:43:52 No. of Pages: 
Recorded for: CCLT 
Ex-Off"ICio Recorder Deputy ' ,. . , 
CARRlE BIRO~ Fe«a.oo -
1n11eXto:T1\USTEE.APP01mlllENT~ ·- · - ·· J'?IS( l,/IW AJSllM6J 
-.. . ~ APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEE ~ LZ:4J[LLL-r\/ t)f S'A-,U) 
/1..rJ(.£ 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
That Donna Nickerson, a married peaso Charles R. Nickerson, a married 
person, is/are the Grantor(s), and Coldw Bank ' rtgage, a corporation, is the _ 
beneficiary on a Deed of Trust recorded Oc 4, 2002, in the records of Clearwater 
County, Idaho as Instrument No. 190568. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust 
was subsequently assigned to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A .• recorded December 20, 
2007 as Instrument No. 207590. The Beneficial "interest of said Deed of Trust was 
subsequently assigned to PHH Mortgage Corporation. ---N {J f E 
/( ~ ~~ /. _ The undersigned, who is e present Benefici under said Deed of Trust 
p..'( desires to appoint WST La\ W, INC., ~se address i= Shoup Ave., Suite 211, P .0. f~ Box 50271, Idaho Falls, Idaho, 83405. Said Trustee shall have all powers, effective 
forthwith. 
IN' WITNESS WHEREOF. I liave hereunto set my hand and seal tbis _j_ day of 
~·A& ,20 /0. 
PHH Mortgage Corporation 
p.3 
STATE OFJ../&M }GKt( 
County of .jt..L. {4<!-b,/1 
) 
'- ·/1 .1 By Ll t fsqi,1; lf 
I • I vi '-5 C/!,N £7'U /ti /f,111 C 
/lrf>T / ;l.£f1/Tcl) ) ss. 
) 
On this l,/ day of ~lc, aL 20/o , before me, the undersign~d, a Notary 
Public ip. and for the State of) k,w k:~, personally appeared /~ J. . 
.Y, /1 l, le . kno to me to be the f/f c.e_ p'l'<crt d.«,.a: of 
the corporation that executed this instrument or the person who executed the instrument 
on behalf of said corporation and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the 
Loan No. 0018154567 
\ 





,11111, l.h LI.Ill {.,V'tllYI 11 I ;a t l II l I l: ,,u, ViJ/. I, ) .,-,--
--
.. _ 
lnstrum~.,t # 214462 
Cl.EAR.WATER COUNTY • OROFINO, !DANO i;-1441!10 OZ~:S2 No.of hges; 2 
Rel:urded for : CCL T 
~E BIRD F . S:00 
Ex.ot'Titki RecmdP.r Deputy !ndn'""'OEFAULT,l!OT!l;iiC:F -l,ClltZY4,4,IF"fi~iCl,,oCl,".u<l~' 
Under the Deed of or transfedn trust executed by DOlllla Nl married person and Charles R. Nickerson, amani.ed person as Grantor(s) with Cold Bank Mo· ge, a co.tporation as Beneficiary, lZOder the Deed of Trust recorded October 4~ 20 02 as s ent No. 19056&, in the records of Cleaxv.ra.ter County, Idaho. The Beueficial. interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to J.P. Morga;o. Chase Ba.nkN.A. as Instrumen.tno. 207590 recorded December 20, 2007, records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subseque.utly assigned. to PHH Mortgag= Corporation. 
More particularly described as follows: 
Situate in. the Coun.qr of Clearwater, S1a.te of Idaho. lN IJ.(Jft/fe ,fNP /JOT 
Township 3GNorth, .Range 2 East, Boise Meridian / fl.ff St7f/l...Q·I 67) /) R Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SEl/4 SW1/4 NW __1_1_4 ____ 'tf,_ ~./J 
Said Beneficiary hereby gives notice ta breach of the obligation r which such. transfer iu security has occurrei the nature of such breac · · am.OllD.tdue 1JIJ.der the certain Pi:om:isso.ry Note an.d Deed of Trust, :iu the amounts called for thereunder as follo-..vs: 
Monthly payments in the amount ofS2,328.99 for the months of January 2009 through and including to the date of sale, an.d late charges and monthly payments accrumg. The sum owing on the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261.170.62 as principal plus 1ate fees, service charges, attomey's fees, costs oftltis foreclosure, s:n.y and all fimds e"'p y Beneiic.i protect its- security in.teieSt, and interest acCilling at the rate of 6.28% m December 1, 2008, to getb.er-with defuiqueut 1:a3~ -until fhe date of sale. 
Fxfi/j/f !J-10 





The Bene:fici elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold o satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 11th day ofJune, 2010. 
STATE OF IDAHO 





Attom · for the B ary 
WL-17-/allr t£04L uc1-1r 
/ICT.Pl6 IAJIP~U.ff1JJIJ[!/Lf.J:11f:5 
/ flr6'4r;u;!IIJ I/{{~ UAllllLl7EJ 
Of SllC/1 !rf ~ourT/VieN1 
On this 11th day of June, 2010~ before me, the undersign~ a Not · · and for the State of Idaho, personally appeared Charles C. Just, known to me to be e President · f the corporation that executed this instrument or the person who executed · on behalf of said corporation, whose name is subscribed to within instrument and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the same as such Trustee. 







JUST LAW, INC. 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
(208) 523-9106 FAX {208) 523-9146 
Toll Free l-&00-923-9106 
p.6 
Tflusn:r Hits ND u-r;AL NOTICEOFTRUSTEE'ssALE L Au.n-1o,u::.Jl/ to saLTlfIJ' 
On October 21, 2010, at the hour of 11:00 o'clock Ai\.1 of said day, at Clearwater County /dAfti>lt"'Y Land Title Company, Inc., 131 Michigan Ave., Orofino, Idaho, JUST LAW, INC., as Successor Trustee, will sell at public auction to the highest bidder, for cash, in lawful money of the United States, all payable at the time of sale, the following described real property, situated in the Coun1y of Clearwater, State of Idaho, and described as follows to ,~:it: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SEl/4 SWl/4 1'-Wl/4 
The Trustee has no lmowledge of a more particular description of the above referenced real property, but for purposes of compliance with Section 60-113 Idaho Code, the Trustee h.as been informed the address of3165 Neff Road, Orofino, ID, is sometimes associated with the said real 
property. 
/J.NTllU/F 
This Trustee's Sale is subject to a bankruptcy filing, a payoff, a reinstatement or an~ other ~ conditions of which the Trustee is not aware that would cause the cancellation of this sale. Further, it any of these conditions exist, this sale may benulI and void, the successful bidder's funds shall be returned, and the Trustee and the Beneficiary shall not be liable to the successful bidder for any damages. 
Said sale "lh1ill be made without covenant or warranty regarding title, possessions or encumbrances to satisfy the obligation secured by and pursuant to the power of sale conferred in the Deed of Trust executed by Donna Nick~, .· d person and Charles R. Nickerson,, a married person, as Grantor(s) with Col ·ell Bank Mo age, a corporation as the Beneficiary, 
under the Deed of Trust recorded October , ~ , as Instrument No. 190568, in the records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assigned to J.P. M NA .• recorded December 20, 2007, as Instrument No. 207590. The Ben cial interest of said of Trust was subsequently assjgned to PHH Mortgage Corporation re rded June 14, 2010, as I strument No. 214459, in the records of said County. 
£xA;/;if I J-1 I 




THE ABOVE G NTORS ARE NA.i\1ED TO COMPLY \VITH SECTION 45-1506(4)(a), IDAHO CODE. NO PRESENTATION IS MADE THAT THEY ARE, OR ARE NOT, PRESENTLY RESPO SIBLE FOR THIS OBLIGATION. 
T e default which this sale is to be made is the failure to pay the amount due under the certain Pr ry Note and Deed of Trust, in the amounts called for thereunder as follows: Monthly payments in the amount of$2,328.99 for the months of January 2009 through and including to the date of sale, together with late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum ovving on. th.e obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal, plus service charge~ attorney's fees, costs of this foreclosure. any and al1 funds expended by Beneficiary to protect their security interest, and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28% from December 1, 2008, together with delinquent taxes u · es and interest to the date of sale. 
The Benefici elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sol to satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 16th day of June, 2010. 
,....--
~~'DJ'.,~::./ ... :.\~ ~ A,.l'4.,,-















Truth Detector Graph 
Critical issues to note (not comprehensive): 
This graph illustrates dual ownership and possession 
claimed by the principals and co-conspirators. 
NOTE: According to common law, common logic, and 
common sense rules - One property. One title. One owner ... 
at one time. 
1. Coldwell Banker (CB) - Oct 2002 - Nov 2007 and Feb 
2010 - June 2010 
2. Fannie Mae (FM) - Dec 2002 - Dec 2009 
3. Chase - Nov 2007 to present 
Note: Chase contradicted this ownership by consistently 
and completely denying from Feb 2010 to Dec 2013 any 
· present or past ownership in a fraudulent attempt to avoid 
legal exposure and responsibilities. Then in Jan 2014, 
Chase claims they have ownership and possession after all.. 
4. PHH - June 201 Oto present (Assignment dated 
06/09/10). 
Feb 2010 to present (PHH ownership claims made by PHH, 
Coldwell Banker, Chase Home Finance and Just Law to 
Nickersons, John Mitchell/Clark and Feeney, the Court and 
the world at large.) 
5. Just Law - June 2010 to present 
1. Assignment from CB to JPM Chase dated 11/20/07, was executed when Fannie Mae still has ownership 
until 12/03/09. Chase denies it was a party to the assignment from CB dated 11/20/07. 
Nemo dat quod non habit- One cannot grant what one does not have. 
2. PHH fraudulently and without authority appoints Just Law as Trustee 5 days before they allegedly 
receive ownership from an assignment dated 06/09/10. PHH claims under oath to be the present 
beneficiary, which they were not. Therefore, Just Law's appointment to Trustee is illegal. 
Lex punit mendaciam - The law punishes falsehood. 
3. Chase denies being a party to the assignment dated 11/20/07. 
Chase claims ownership as of 12/03/09 with a new creditor letter dated 12/22/09. 
Chase denies ownership continually and completely during litigation from Feb 2010 to Dec 2013 (barring 
discovery, denying requests and avoiding compliance with federal regulations). 
Chase claims to have ownership and possession after all in Jan 2014. 
Allegans contraria non est audiendus - One making contradictory statements is not to be heard. 
4. PHH claims ownership received directly from Fannie Mae. Fannie Mae cannot sell the property twice. 
PHH claims ownership from an assignment from CB to JPM Chase dated 11/20/07. How did PHH get our 
property by an assignment to Chase? 
PHH inadvertently, reluctantly and accidentally claims ownership from an assignment from JPM Chase to 
PHH dated 06/09/10. However, Chase clearly claims and denies from 2/10 to 12/13 having any ownership 
of the note at the time of this assignment. Then in Jan 2014, after this alleged assignment would have 
transferred all their ownership in the property, Chase claims ownership and possession of the note. 
PHH has not proven ownership despite notably fraudulent attempts to demonstrate otherwise. 
Ex do/o malo actio non oritur-A right of action cannot arise out of fraud. 
1730
la 
400 l Leadenhall Road 




October 1.9, 2007 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHA.JU.ES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 341.4 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
Old Loan Number from the Mortgage Service Center: 0018154567 New Loan Number for Chase Rome Finance LLC: l.91.6210920 
Dear Customer(s): 
Recently you received a notification letter communicating that effective November l, 2007, the servicing of your mortgage loan will transfer from The Mortgage Service Center to Chase Home Finance LLC. Please be advised that the Chase loan number referenced on your notification from the Mortgage Service Center was incorrect. Your correct Chase loan number is referenced above. 
Please refer any questions you have after the November 1, 2007 transfer date to the address or phone number below: 
JP Morgan Chase Bank, NA 
c/o Chase Ho~e Finance LLC 
Attn: Research Cente= 
P.O. Box 24696. 
Columbus, OH 43224-0696 
1-(800) 848-91.36 
Chase Customer Service Hours 
8:00AM - 9:00PM {EST} Monday-Friday; 8:00AM - 5:00 PM (EST) Saturday 
If you have any questions about the transfer of servicing on your loan prior to the transfer date of November 1, 2007, please call one of our Customer Service Representatives at the ?hone number referenced above between the hours of 9:00 AM - 8:00 PM (EST) Monday through Friday. 






Now comes the Affiant, Marie McDonnell, a natural born citizen of the United States of America and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and declares as foJlows, under penaJty of perjury: 
I, Marie McDonnell, am a .Mortgage Fraud and Forensic Analyst and a credentialed Certified Fraud Examiner. I am the founder and managing member of Truth In Lending Audit & Recovery Services, LLC of Orleans, Massachusetts and have twenty-four years' experience in transactional analysis, mortgage auditing, and mortgage fraud investigation. ram also tbe President of McDonnell Property Analytics, Inc., a litigation support and research firm that provides mortgage-backed securities research services and foreclosure forensics to attomeys nationwide. McDonnell Property Analytics also advises and performs services for county registers of deeds, attomeys general, courts and other governmental agencies. 
1 am over the age of majority and am of sound mind and competent to testify to the facts set forth herein if called upon to do so. 
John O'Brien. Register of the Essex Southern District Registry of Deeds, commissioned McDonnell Property·Analytics, Inc. to conduct an audit to test the integrity ofJris registry due to ms concern that Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc. ("MERS") boasts that its members can avoid recording assignments of mortgage if they register their mortgages in the MERS System; and due to the robe-signing scandal featured in a 60 Minutes expose on the subject. 
I accepted tbis assignment 011 a pro bono basis because of its high and urgent value to the public trust, and to educate the 50 Attorneys General who are brokering a settlement with the subject banks in an attempt to Tesoive fraudulent foreclosure practices. I also wanted to prove the concept that registries of deeds across all counties and jurisdictions in the United States need to have tbeir registries audited in kind. Finally, I wanted to give consumers some guidelines as to how they can research the public records to detect invalid documents and gaps in the chain of title that need to be addressed. 
I defined the scope of the examination by selecting all assignments of mortgage that were recorded during the year 20 l O to and from three of the nation's largest banks: JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., and Bank of America, N.A. The sample was not random or arbitrary; we included every a5signment tbat appeared in the Grantor / Grantee index using the registry's online search engine. Ine study included 147 assignments involving JPMorgan Chase; 278 assignments involving Wells Fargo Banlc; and 140 assignments involving Bank of America. 
Before examining the documents1 I enlisted the help of Attomey Jamie Ranney of Nantucket, Massachusetts to establish definitions oftenns based on Massachusetts law that I could rely on to determine whether an assignment was either valid, missing, questionable, invalid,fraudulent, or criminally fraudulent. These definitions are attached hereto as ·'Exhibit A." 
------------------------------------------forensic Examination of the Essex Southern District Registry , .. · 
© 2011 McDonnell Property Analytics, Inc., All Rights Reserved : · 
ExlJ/l//; 
/J~e I of.J 
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From tl1ere, I established protocols and practical applications for classifying assignments of mortgage according to fue prescribed definitions. This document is attached hereto as "Exhibit B,. and it includes examples as well as the actual assignments of mortgage used in the case studies. 
"Exhibit C" is a list ofrobo-sigoers that we identified which also provides illformation on who the robo-signors executed documents for, who they were actually employed by (if we knew), and how many documents they executed. 
"ExlnlJit D" is a Securitization Flow Chart wbich mustrates the typical structure and chain of title that should exist (but never does) in a securitized transaction. On this :point I can attest to the fact that of the 176 assignments of mortgage I examined where the mortgage was allegedly being conveyed into a securitized trust, or to the trustee thereof, not even one of them is valid; all of them are invalid and violate the terms of tbe Footing and Servicing Agreements that govern the trust. New York State trust and other laws, and the requirements of the I.R.S. for obtaining favored tax status under the REMIC rules. 
"Exhibit E" illustrates how an invalid assignment that was recorded, and the missing assignments o~mortgage that do not exist corrupt the chain of title m one ofmy client's properties. 
"'Exhlbit F" is a memorandum oflaw researched and written by Jamie Ranney, Esq. addressing the .. Legal authority of registers of deeds in Massachusetts to reject document(s) and/or instru.ment(s) for recording in their registries." 
The following report is a "Phase I: Statistical Analysis" that pro,-ides only the numbers as would a lab report ora blood test., Over the coming weeks andmonths, I expect to work with Register O'Brien and the proper authorities to address the issues tbat arise from my examination. 
I declare under penalty of perjury that the information contained herein is true and correct to the best of my personal lmowledge given the evidence available to me as of this date. Executed this 29th clay of June, 2011 in Boston, Massachusetts. 
Marie McDonnell, Affiant 
Mortgage Fraud and Forensic Analyst 
Certified Fraud Examiner, A CFE 
Forensic Examination of the Esliex. Southern District Regisfl:y · .. © 2011 McDonnell Property Analytics, Inc .• All Rights Reserved . ·: · 
Fxl,//J/f Jc, -






















ROBO - SIGNERS 
ESSEX SOUTHERN DISTRICT REGJSTR Y OF DEEDS 
A8SIGNMENTS OF MORTGAGE RECORDED IN 20!0 
To and From: Bunk of Ame11ca, JPMorgan Chas~ Bank & Wells Forgo Bonk 
.. 
Slg11i11g For/As Wl,o Ti,ey A,;tual(v Worf, For C()Ullty 
.......... -, 
V.P. of BOA Erie, NV 
V.P. of JPMorgan Chase Bank Franklln, OH 
MERS/JPMorgan/Washlngton Mutual Also a Notary Duval, FL 
MERS/DOCX Lender Processing Seivices Dakota, MN 
V.P. of MERS/ DOCX Lender Processing Seivices Dakota, MN 
JPMorgan Atty in Fact/Washington Duval, FL 
Mutual/FDIC/Foreclosure Officer 
Ex. V.P, of Residential Loan Servicing Ocwen Loan Servicing Palm Beach, FL 
Duval, FL 
V.P. Ouachita, LA 
BOA/NationsBanc/Keycorp./Fleet/Shawmut 
Asst V.P. Wells Fargo Attny in Fact for Duval, FL 
FDIC/Washington Mutual 
V.P. of Argent Mortgage Company, LLC BAC Tarrant, TX 
V.P. of MERS Cit1Bank Lincoln. Misspuri 
- -
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Amid New Reports of Continued Robe-Signing, Brown 
Calls for End to Risky Practices Undermining Housing 
Market 
Brown, Chair of Banking Subcommittee on Financial Institutions and Consumer Protection, Has 
Fought for Key Protections for Homeowners 
Thursday, July 21, 2011 
WASHINGTON, D.C. - In the wake of reports that banks and mortgage processors have continued forging signatures and sub-
mitting false affidavits, U.S. Sen_ Sherrod Brown (D-OH) wrote to federal regulators urging them to better protect consumers by 
publicly releasing information related to their settlements with 14 mortgage servicers in order to prevent further illegal practices. 
Also known as robo-signing, this unlawful act has forced thousands of homeowners into foreclosure and raised doubts about the 
ownership of hundreds of thousands of mortgages. Brown is chairman of the Senate Banking Subcommittee on Financial Institu-
tions and Consumer Protection. 
"Wall Street and some in Washington want us to believe that robe-signing is a thing of the past. But the same risky practices that 
put our economy on the brink of collapse continue to infect the housing market. I applaud the county officials who have brought 
this to light. It only underscores why Congress needs to support the work of the new federal consumer watchdog in Washington, 
and protect the interests of American households and communities." 
Brown has led the fight against wrongful foreclosures and unfair practices by Wall Street. Specifically, he encouraged federal reg-
ulators to freeze foreclosures after the discovery last year that many servicers were wrongfully foreclosing on homeowners and 
not following existing foreclosure procedures and laws. Recently, both the Associated Press and Reuters reported that despite 
regulators' assurances to the contrary, illegal robo-signing allegedly remains rampant in both foreclosure and non-foreclosure 
cases. The reports also suggest that some regulators are aware of these violations. 
Brown and nine other senators requested increased transparency of independent audits because consultants performing foreclo-
sure reviews have conflicts of interest. They are chosen by the mortgage servicers to investigate and have other business rela-
tionships with those same mortgage servicers. The senators also requested the public release of Engagement Letters, Action 
Plans, Foreclosure Reviews, and other plans, policies, or processes submitted to regulators by mortgage servicers or third-party 
servicers to ensure that abuses in foreclosure practices are not being ignored by the review process. 
Full text of the letter is below. 
Mr. John Walsh 
Acting Comptroller of the Currency 
Office of the Comptroller of the Currency 
250 E Street SW 
Washington, DC 20219-0001 
The Honorable Ben S. Bernanke 
Chairman 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
http://www.brown.senate.gov/newsroom/press/release/amid-new ... Ex/J/j;f 17 
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System Independence Square 
2rJh Street and Constitution Avenue NW 
Washington, D.C. 20551 
Mr. Martin Gruenberg 
Acting Chairman 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
Washington, D.C. 20429 
Dear Acting Comptroller Walsh, Chairman Bernanke, and Acting Chairman Gruenberg: 
We write today to urge you to make public critical information related to enforcement actions taken against mortgage servicers re-
garding their improper foreclosure practices. This is especially important given this week's a/legations that mortgage servicers 
continue to engage in widespread "robo-signing" despite your assurances that these illegal actions would not continue. Specifi-
cally, we request that you make public the following items related to the April 12, 2011 Consent Orders issued by your offices: 
• All "Engagement Letters" governing the mortgage servicers' contracts with the consultants hired by the servicer to review 
that servicer's foreclosure actions; 
• All "Action Plans" that mortgage servicers and third-party servicer providers are required to provide to regulators and that 
will outline the financial resources, organizational changes, measurement systems, governance controls, and timelines that 
will be adopted to correct improper foreclosure practices; 
• All "Foreclosure Reviews" completed by consultants for each bank, which will outline the results of their investigations into 
whether ownership of promissory notes or mortgages were properly documented, whether foreclosures were undertaken in 
accordance with state and federal law, whether calculations under the Home Affordable Modification Program and propri-
etary loan modification programs were done correctly, whether borrowers were charged excessive or improper fees and 
penalties related to delinquency, and whether any errors identified caused financial injury to borrowers, among other items; 
• Any other plans, policies, or processes submitted to your offices by mortgage servicers or third-party servicer providers 
pursuant to the April 12, 2011 Consent Orders whose disclosure is important to instill public confidence in the process and 
results of the foreclosure reviews. 
We believe it is essential that the items listed above be made available to the general public or the public will lack confidence in 
both the foreclosure review process and results. This is panicutarty the case because the foreclosure reviews are being per-
formed by consultants who are chosen by the mortgage servicers themselves, and those consultants often have conflicts of inter-
est in that they are not prohibited from getting future business from those same mortgage servicers. The information we are re-
questing is therefore necessary for the public to determine the independence of the consultants being engaged to perform the 
foreclosure reviews, the accuracy of the foreclosure reviews, the adequacy of the "Action Plans" in responding to your findings, 
whether servicer performance meets the goals they have established, and whether those homeowners who experienced harm 
(such as being improperly foreclosed upon or denied mortgage modifications when they should have been granted under existing 
criteria) are given appropriate remedies. Based on a legal analysis by the non-partisan Congressional Research Service, we 
also believe that it is well within your regulatory discretion under existing laws to disclose this information in the public interest. 
This is consistent with your previous determination in April that release of the lnteragency Review of Foreclosure Policies and 
Practices, which was essentially an examination report of foreclosure practices, was also in the public interest We understand 
http://www.brown.senate.gov/newsroom/press/release/amid-new ... 
Ex&J/l 17 
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concerns about not revealing mortgage servicers' proprietary information, but also believe that some disclosure can be done on a 
bank by bank basis without compromising proprietary information. 
Furthermore, we believe that the full disclosure of these documents to the public is necessary given the recent reports by both 
the Associated Press and Reuters of the continued widespread practice of "robo-signing" among mortgage servicers. Both have 
alleged that servicers continue to file thousands of property documents that appear to be fabricated.[1} Reuters also quoted a 
top representative from the mortgage servicing industry saying that the Consent Orders have "not put a stop to questionable 
practices." David Stevens, president of the Mortgage Bankers Association, tellingly said that some loan servicers "continue to cut 
corners" and "the real question is whether the servicer complied with all legal requirements. 72] 
We respectfully request that all documents be made public and sent to Congress within one week of your office receiving them 
from mongage servicers or third-party servicer providers. If you have any questions about this request, please contact Amanda 
Fischer at (202) 225-2201 or Michael Passante at (202) 224-4744. We appreciate your swift attention to this important matter. 
Sincerely, 








Chase Home Finane& LLC (OH4-"t..J02) 3415 Vision Drive 
Columbus. OH 43219-6009 CHASEO (800) 848-9136 Customer Care 
(BOO) 582-0542 TDD I Text Telephone 
May 13, 2010 
Donna Nickerson 
Charles R. Nickerson 
POBOX3414 
Redmond, WA 98073 
Re: Loan Number ******0920 
Chase Loan History Enclosed 
Dear Donna Nickerson and Charles R. Nickerson: 
I am writing in response to the recent request Chase received for a payment history. 
Enclosed is the information you requested. 
Chase's goal is to provide 1he highest level of quality service to each of our customers. If you have 
any question!:, please cm~t ... ct Customer Care at (8CO) 848-9136. 
We appreciate your business and value our relationship with you. 
Sincerely, 
~,:.,g,:$~ 
Anna Ria V. J oson 











CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Malling Address: 
PO BOX )414 
REDMOND.WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 






.••••••••••••••••••••••...................•...................•.••••...••.....••..........•.....•.... , ........•... 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/201 O 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal .................... ,,, ......................................................................................... ,1,,,,, ................................................................................. , ••••••••••••••••••• 92 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.............. _ .... J~.q9 ............... J9,..Q9 .............. iO,QO. ............. -~~~:~~-- ........................ ~~:~~ ...................................... ~:~ .. .1.~6:~~ ... .. ~~·.o~ ...... . 91 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 4/1/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $-1, 186.90 $0.00 ............... ············ ··············· .. , .. ,,., ...... ····················· ·················· ········· ......................................................................................... , ····· 90 1/21/2010 1/21/2010 3/1/2009 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
$397.70 $1,362.66 $568.63 $0.00 $0.00 $-1,186.90 $0.00 ,, ................ ,, ............ , .,.,,. , .. ,,, ........................ ,, .......... ······························ ·················· ······················································ ................ . 89 1/13/2010 1/12/2010 2/1/2009 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
................. __ J3~?-.'?~ ........... ~) ... ~~~:!~ .. ....... ~~.£?~ .. Q~ ........... ~~:~~...... .. . ....... --~~~ ... ~~~ .. ~~- ........................ , ..... t?.~~ .. ~~ ..... , .J-.~~~ .. ~~ .. . 88 1/12/2010 1/12/2010 1/1/2010 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-1,137.26 .. . ii1" .......... ··1·2i1'ai2i,oe···· ... 1·2i1si200'9 ...... · ;·2i1.i200·9· ....... $~fai.es····· ................. MORTCiAGE 'i'NSURANCE ...................... , ........ .,, ..... , .... . 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-949.63 ...... , ........ ·•·••••••••••·•·•· ........................ , ................. ,,,,,1, .. ,, ............................ •············•••·••••••••··••••·• ••••••••••····· ................................ . as 12/11/.2009 12/11/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $-393.57 $-762.00 ... ············ ....................................... , ............................................................................ , ........... , ......... ··············· ......... "' ........ , .......... . 85 12/11/2009 12/11/2009 2/1/2009 $20.00 FASTPAYFEEPAID 




~~ "'~ ~~ 
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CHARLES R NICKERSON 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaclion History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Date: 5/13/2010 
Pg. 2 of 11 
6.28% 






3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
Malflng Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
························································d························································· 
ActivityforPeriod 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
84 12/11/2009 12/11/2009 1/1/2009 $2,478.80 PAYMENT 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................. .. ~?.~~-.~? .... _ ... ·- _ ~J.,.~9.6]9. ........ $.~~~-.9~ ........... ~~--~~ ........................... ~-~~~ .. ~~ ................................... ~:~.~~·-~! ........ ~~?.6~:~.~- .. 
83 12/2/2009 12/2/2009 12/1/2009 $-1,670.64 COUNTY TAX 
$0.00 $0.00 $-1,670.64 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $-1,330.63 .. , ........ , ,,,,,,,., .... , .... , ........................... "'''' ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ................................................................... , ............................ ,,, , ........... .. 
82 11/21/2009 11/21/2009 9/1/2009 $-2,870.00 HOMEOWNERS INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-2,870.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $340.01 ......................................................... , ... , ...... ,,,.,,, ........... , ............................. , ............................... , .... ''''" ...... ,,,,,,,,,., ..................... . 
81 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,210.01 ....... , ...... , ........................................................... , , ..................................................... ·······-· ······ ·········································· ............ .. 
80 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 11/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $~187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,210.01 . "1s' .. ........... 1.1i1'1i2009' ..... '1'1i1' 1'i2009 ...... '1'i1i200~" ...... '$20:oci" ..................... "i~s~PAY.FEE ·p;.·,~· ............... "' ................................. . 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,397.64 ... ···································· ................................. , ..... , ................................................................ , .,. ······ .......................................... , .. ,, 
78 11/11/2009 11/11/2009 12/1/2008 $2,478.80 PAYMENT 
$391.52 $1,368.84 $568.63 $0.00 $149.81 $0.00 $3,397.64 . --11"' ........... 1.0/1.5/2(j09° ...... 1.oi15i200'9' ...... 1.oi'1"i2"009· ...... 'i'1a1:a3" '" .. "" '" ... '" ... M0°R0TGAGE.iNSURANC·E· ........................ -.................. . 













CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran A.mt Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Amt Interest Arnt Escrow Ami Fees/Other Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
........................................................... , .................................................................. ,11 ... , .................................................... ,,,1,, .................. •··•···•• 76 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 $20.00 RETURNED CHECK FEE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $391.52 $3,016.64 o o ! , I I , I, o o o o 1 1 1 , o o ~ • 1 •• I O o o , o t o, , f I , , O , , , o o, , , • • • • , • • • • I • • I • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ' • • • • • • I •' ' ' I '• 0 '• • • • • 1 ' • I I O I I I I I I I ft > • O • • I • O t IO • 0 ft • t • I < • O • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • , • • • • • • • • • ' ' 'O • 1 I • < 0 • < • • • O • O o • O O o j / j I I o o I o 1 < o o o 75 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 12/1/2008 $0.00 RETURNED ITEM 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $-1,980.65 $391.52 $3,016.64 ,, , ... , ....... , ............... , .... , ........................................................ , ................................................................................................ ··········· 74 10/14/2009 10/14/2009 12/1/2000 $-2,328.99 MISAPPLICATION REVERSAL 
$-391.52 $-1,368.84 $-568.63 $0.00 $2,328.99 $391.52 $3,016.64 •••••••••••••••••• , •••• ,, ....................................... ······-----··· ....•....•.•.. , •.•••.•.••••••• , ............................................ ,1,,, ......................................... . 73 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 . $0.00 $3 585.27 •••• ' •• ' • ' ' .................... ' •••••••••••••••• " ••••••••• ' •••••••••••••• ' ........ ' •••• ~ •••••• ' •••••••••• ' • ' •••••••• ' •••• ' l f •••••••••••••••••••••••• ' •••••• ' •• ' ' ••••••• ' •• ' ................. ' ••• ' ...... . 72 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 $-20.00 FASTPAY FEE WAIVED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $·20.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,585.27 · · · 1·1 · · ···· ···· .... ,.a,3i2oos ..... · ... ,·oi3i2oos· · .. · · .. · ;·2i1.i2ooa· · · · · .. ·$2J2,iE)9. · · · ........ · ··· ... ··PAYMENT···· ... · .. ··· .. ···· .. ··· ...... · ·· .. · .. · .. · · · · ··· · · · · ·· .. · · ·· ... · · 
$391.52 $1,368.84 $568.63 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $3,585.27 .............. , ............... ············ ......................................................... ······················································ .............................................. . 70 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 $-2,328.99 PAYMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $-2,328.99 $391.52 $3,016.64 I I• 0 >IO oaf I I ••••JO•• I t• o •• I •II f IO IO I • '• • 0 • • - • • • • ••• • •' ''' '' <' • • ' '' • •' •' • • • • ' ' • ''" <O I• 00 0' t •• t 'oo ''' I''''' 'I' 1 I I 'I I I• I• I••••"•••• f ' ' ••' '' • •'' • • • • • • • • f •' •' • • • • • • t t I If• I <• f I I I I If IO, o IO Io o O O, • • • f IO ff, t f 69 10/3/2009 10/3/2009 12/1/2008 $1,980.65 PAYMENT 













CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Arnt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO aox 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
Dale; 5/13/2010 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bat 
•.•..•.•.•...•....•••.•.•.••.....•••.•..•••.•......••. , .............................................................................................. , •.....•.....•....................•....•..•••.....•...•. ,,1,•••••····· 
68 9/11/2009 9/11/2009 9/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $391.52 $3,016.64 ............................... ········ ..................... ··············· ............ , .................................. , ...................................................... '" ................... . 
67 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $0.00 $391.52 $3,204.27 ·· · 66 ............ .. gi2i2009· ... ··· ... si2i2oag ··· ...... · ·· ............ · ..... ··$~20.'oc, ....................... ·FASTPAY.FErw~·,vEo· · · · ··· .. · ...... ··· ... · ·· .................. ··· ·· 
$0.00 $0_00 $0.00 . $-20.00 $0.00 $391.52 $3,204.27 ••• ,,,,,, •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• , ••••••••• ,,,,1,,,1,,,., •••••.•••.•.•••••.••••••••••••..••••••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••• , ••.••••••••••• , •. 1,1 ·••·····••••••••••····•············•·····•··· •. 
65 9/2/2009 9/2/2009 12/1/2008 $1,980.65 PAYMENT 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,980.65 $391.52 $3,204.27 ...................... , ................................................................................................................................................................................ .. 
64 8/11/2009 8/11/2009 8/1/2009 $-187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $391.52 $3,204.27 .. '6':3''' ......... "'.i,21//009"' ...... 7i21'iioog" "' "' 'i,1i2009""""" ·$~1ii.ss'' ......... "' ........ MORTGA.GE,INSURANCE' ........................... "" ........... .. 
$0.00 $0.00 $-187.63 $0.00 $0.00 $391.52 $3,391.90 ......... ·················· ..................... , .................... ,.,, ......................................................... ························ ............... ······ ............... ········· .. 
62 6/16/2009 6/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,562.14 .. ·(;1··· ....... ,, .. 614iioog .. ... ' .. ... 6i4i2oog "' ...... '1'1i'1'i2ooa· ...... 'i1ifr.si '' ,,, ..... ' ........... 'MORT.GAGE.iNSURANC'E'''""' ........ ' .................. ,,, ...... .. 









CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Date: 5/13/201 o 
Loan# 1916210920 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 63544-0000 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 






Pg. 5 of 11 
.........•.........••....................................... , .•.••................................................ 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Dale Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Arnt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
60 5/22/2009 5/22/2009 11/1/2008 $1,636.43 COUNTY TAX 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~9 .. ~9 ............... im.QP. .............. $.1,~~.eA~ .... · ..... ~~-P~.-- .................................................................... ~?~_1_._s~2 ... ~~ ................. . 
59 5/16/2009 5/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,562.14 .. 'ii ........... '. 5isi2009 ......... '5)5i~ioo9 . " ...... "1' 1,·1·i;·o~~- " ..... i101:aa ........................ MORTG.AG E .,.NSURANci ........ ' . ' .. ' .................... " .. ' .... . 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $261,562.14 
•• ' ............. ' • ' ••••••••••••••••••• ' ••••••••••• ' t • ' • " ••• ' • ' ~ ....... ' ••••••••••••••••• ' •••
••••••• ' .... ' •• ' ••••••••••• ' •••• ' " ••••••• - • • • . • .. •••• - • • • • • • • • . - •• - • • - •••• ' • • •••
••••••••• ' ' •• 
57 4/30/2009 4/30/2009 11/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
................... J9.-Q9 ............... :i!9J~9. .............. $.Q ... QR .............. ~.1. ~ ... q~ .... ................................................................... ~.2~~- •. ~~? ... 1~ ................ . 
56 4/16/2009 4/16/2009 11/1/2008 $86.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,562.14 .. ·5·5· ............ '4iai2009· ......... 4i3i2()09 .......... 1.1i'1.i2ooa· ...... '$1'ai.ii ..................... "MORTG.AGE ·,,~isuRANCE ........................................... .. 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $261,562.14 
... ······················ .................. -···························································································· ... ······ ......... ,,,,,,,, ..... , ,,, ············ ,,, ............. . 
54 3/16/2009 3/16/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261 ,562.14 





11/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$187.63 $0.00 $261,562.14 









CHARLES R NICKERSON 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Date: 5/13/2010 
Pg. 6 of 11 
6.28% 






3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND,WA 98073 
•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Arnt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
52 2/17/2009 2/17/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
.................... ~~.R~ ............... ~P ... Q9 .............. :&.Q,AO ............... ~~~ .. ~~ ....................................................................... ~?~~ ... ~~~ ... ~~ ......... ........ . 
51 2/17/2009 2/14/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE REVERSAL 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,562.14 .. , ................................................................................................ ,, .................................................................................................. . 
50 2/14/2009 2/14/2009 11/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
..................... ~~ .. ~.q .............. ~?:~~ .... .......... ~9 .. R9 ............. J~~ .. ~~ .............................................................. · .... ·. ·· ~~~} ... ~?~:.'.~ · ·· ··· ··· ··· · · · · · 
49 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 11/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
$389.48 $1,370.88 $568.63 $0.00 $0. 00 $261,562.14 
I 'I I t t I O O I Of I O II t • 0 t I O O O O O I O O • O • • • " t • O • • I O O I • 0 I O • O • • • • • • • I • • O • 0 • O O I < O O • • O O I O O I O • O O ' I I l O • 0 0 f'' 0 0 O O • 0 • t • • • I t ff I I I • t I O I~ , • I • t I I I • I O I O * I • • I • " o, o I o , • H • 1 I , 1 O 1 " , •, " , , , , , , •••• 1 •, , , , •• , • " 1 1 , , , < , , , 1 " , , • • • 
48 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $261,951.62 
•• 
047 ... "' ...... ··:iisi2009· ......... 216i2009 .......... 1.oi'1.i2ooa· ...... ·$2·0:oci' ........................ °FASTPA ~r°F°EiE 0A0S.SE0S0S0MENT ...................................... . 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $261,951.62 
, • , • • 0 • • , •, 0 • , , • , • • • , o. o • o o • • I • • O o, • O o • I o, ~ • • , • • j I, , O O , I • • • • • o, a I o a IO O o o • 0 I O , • • • a I O O • • I • • 0 • • 0 • • • • • • • • > • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ' • • • ' • " • I " • • , , • I• o, , • o • f I ' ' < • ! , o I I • I • • • • • , • , • o o o • • , •, • , , • , I O o I I o , o o • • o o o o, o • 0 0 0 
46 2/6/2009 2/6/2009 10/1/2008 $116.45 UNAPPLIEO 
.......... $.~:~~ ............... ~9 .. 99 ............ J~:q9 ............... $~.~~:~.s ........ . $261,951.62 
45 2/3/2009 2/3/2009 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 











CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 




CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Malling Address: 







Pg. 7 of 11 
............................••..•.•...••..••• , ••.................••.......•.....••••••••.•••...................... 
ActivityforPeriod 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Amt Interest Arnt Escrow Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
....................................... , .. , ................................................................................................ , ................................................................................ . 
44 1/20/2009 1/20/2009 10/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $14.00 $261,951.62 
....... ,,,11,,,.,, ....................... " • ........ , ..................................................................................................................... , ......•............ , •....•....• 
43 1/16/2009 1/16/2009 10/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,951.62 
"' I • t • • • • , o , • , , • • I • O O • • " • • • • • • • • • • t , • II • • • ' • t O II If I f ' • • • • " , • • , • • • • • • • ., • • , , • • • • • • • • " • • • • 
• • • I , o I I o I I f o I I fO • • I • • • • • • ; o f • , f • • , • , , , t , , • , , I • I , f • I " I' • • " , , " , , , • , • • , , , t , , • • I o • 1 , • , , , , , , ,
 , , , , , , , , , , , , , , o , o o , 
42 1/5/2009 1/5/2009 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $261,951.62 
.............................................. ••···········•···· ............................................................. ,,,,1;,,;,,, ...••.•• ,., ..•.....••.••..•.•••••••• , ....... ••
•••••••·• 
41 12/16/2008 12/16/2008 10/1/2008 .$88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,951.62 
I ,o " o o " , • , , , , , " • • • , " o o o " • I • I • 1 o , I o o • 0 I O I o I I O I I I I I O, , t t • I , f f I O • O O • '• • • o • • • • O I 
O • • • • • • • o • o • " + • • • • • • • " " ' ' '• ' • • , • • • • • • • • • • • - • • • • • • ' ' ' • • • • • • • • • ' • •' • • • • • • • • • • • • • > , • • • • • • • > • • • • • a • a O O I• I • 
I • • • o > • I I I • I• 
40 12/3/2008 12/3/2008 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $261,951.62 
-··39. · · · · · · ·· · .. · · 1·2i1.i2ooa ...... ·· · 1·2i·11i'ooa·· · · · · ·· ·1·oi·1·i2ooa· · ·· · · · ·$1·.s3sii ......... ··· · · · · · · ·c-ouNTY.TAx · · .. · .. · ... · .... · · .. · .. ·· · · ........ · .. · · · .... · · ... · · · · .. · · · .. 
$0.00 $0.00 $1,636.43 $0.00 $261,951.62 .................. ······················· .......................................................... , .... , ........................ ························ ............................................... . 
38 11/17/2008 11/17/2008 10/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $261,951.62 
o • • o t ~ o o • , o , • , • , " • • • • " • • • • • • • " • • , , • , • • • • • • , • , • , • , • • • , • • • , , • • • • • • • • • • • • • , I I I • t t t • I , 1 • • • • • • • • • t I • I • • 
• • • " • O • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • , o • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • I ' I " • • , • , • , • • • , • • • , , , • • • • • • , • • • • • , • , • • • • • • • • • , • , , , , • t • f 
37 11/5/2008 11/5/2008 10/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 











CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date; 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND.WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt 
36 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 10/1/2008 $2.416.99 PAYMENT 
Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
$387.45 $1,372.91 $568.63 $88.00 $0.00 $261,951.62 
............................. , .............. , ..... , •• ,., ........................................................ ,,,., •••
·••••••·• .••.•••••••••••...• , •. ,. ·••·•··••·•••••••• •••.••••••••••• ,,,,,1,,,, .... . 
35 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 9/1/2008 $2,328.99 PAYMENT 
$385.44 $1,374.92 $568.63 $0.00 $0.00 $262,339.07 
.................................... , ..... ,,.,11,,,.,,,,.,, .............................. ,1,,, .••••.••••..•••.•.....•............ ······ ·················· ····
····· ..................................... . 
34 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $20.00 $262,724.51 .................................................................................................................................. ························ ........ - ... , ................................. . 
33 11/3/2008 11/3/2008 8/1/2008 $20.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................... ~9:RR .. ............ ~9 ... 9~ .............. $.O. .. OQ .............. ~~~-.~~ ...................................................................... ~?~~._?~~ ... ~} .............. ... .. 
32 10/30/2008 10/30/2008 8/1/2008 $14.00 FEE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $14.00 $262,724.51 
. "j'1 ' ........ ''"' 1'oi1'6/2008 ...... · 1'oi1'iii2ooa'" ... ·s,112ooa'' ... "' ·$a'a:o6'' ........................ LATE.CHARGE=" ASSEs°sE'o'' ... ,, .................................. .. 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $88.00 $262,724.51 
.................................................................................. ,,,,,1,,, ••••••••••••..•••••..•••.•••••
•••••••••••••••••. ···-··········· ••••••••••••••••••••.••.•••••••••••.•. ,,., ....• 
30 10/3/2008 10/3/2008 8/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $262,724.51 ..... , .. , ................................................................................................ , ........................... ,,, ........................... ······································ 
29 9/16/2008 9/16/2008 8/1/2008 $88.00 LATE CHARGE ASSESSED 






CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principc:ll Balance: 
Malling Address: 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND.WA 98073 
Date: 5/13/2010 







Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Amt Interest Arnt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
28 9/3/2008 9/3/2008 8/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187_63 $0.00 $262,724.51 
•• + •••••• , ... , •••• ,,1,,, •• ,,,., ...................................................................... ••··••••••·
···••·•••••············•············· ............................... , .................... . 
27 9/2/2008 9/2/2008 8/1/2008 $30.00 FAX FEE ASSESSED 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $30.00 $262,724.51 
, , , , ,,,,,, 1, o+• ,••••,ti•, I I Io, ooo 10,,,, ,, , ••••I •Ho rfO t•, ,, • •• • • •• ,, • • • • ••• ••, •• •, ,, 
,, • ••, • ,, , '•, 1 I 1,1 lit I I I 0001•1111 ••• • ••, ••, •• ,,, oi, o If I 11 I I•••• o •• •• •, oo • ,, , , , ,,, ,, , , 
of 010 ,, , , ,, ••, ,, , , ,, ,, , , ,, , o ••• 
26 8/11/2008 8/11/2008 8/1/2008 $2,289.58 PAYMENT 
$383.43 $1,376.93 $441.22 $88.00 $0.00 $262,724.51 
•••••·•·•·····•••·······•··•···••·•·•·• ............................................. ·······-······· ·············
·· ........•.•.•••.••••.•.••. , •.••• ,.1111•1,,1,,,,,,,,,1,,, •••• , •.••• , •••••.•••.•.••••••• 
25 8/11/2008 8/11/2008 7/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$381.43 $1,378.93 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $263,107.94 ... ················-······················ ...................................... , ................................. ··················-··-·--··-·······················"······· ·························· 
24 8/5/2008 8/5/2008 6/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $263,489.37 
· · ·23 .............. 1/1ei20,i · · ..... · ii16i2ooa· · · .... · ·a,1i2oos .. ··· ... ·$s"a:oo· · ··· · ................... LATE ·cHARGE. A·ssEssEi; .... · ..................... ··· ......... ·· .. . 




22 7/3/2008 7/3/2008 6/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $263,489.37 
~~ •• , ••••• ,,,,,1111•1•11111111,,,., •• , .......................... , •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ,, .............................
.........................................................
............ . 
~, ~ 21 6/16/2008 6/16/2008 6/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
~ ~ $379.45 $1,360.91 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $263,489.37 
<,:, 't,.:. .... "." "' ........ '"' .. ' .. '......... .. . .. . '. "' ..... ' ............ '' .. " "' ................. ' . '' ' .. ' .... ' .. " .... "" ......... '" .. ' ............. "... " . " .........










CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Ptoperty Address: 
3166 NEFF RD 
OROFINO.ID 83544-0000 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 











Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Pate Effective Date Due
 Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Arnt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fee
s/Other ~mt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
, , •, • 1 " 1 o, I II o 1 " o o I o ,
 o o , • • , , , f o , • , • • • , • , •,
 • , ~ •, , t o "" o I, I O I o O •,
 , • I o • : < o o f o, O • • IO I " • • • 
, • , , , • • 1 • o • • • • • • , • •, 0 0 
o II o o • , •" " " o I•, o • • • •
 • , , , , I o • I • • o o " , •, < I • , 
• • • , • , , • • , • • ., , " , "
, , , , • • • •, , , , , o O o 1 0 f o o O 
, 0 0 , 0 ,,
 , • • 0 0 , , , 
, , , , , 
20 6/16/2008 6/16/2006 5/1/200
8 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE PA
ID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15
.00 
$263,868.82 
...................... , .......••.... , ..••.....•.... ·
····························· .......................
... ., ...................................... ,.1,1t1
••········· .......................... ······ .. . 
19 6/16/2008 6/16/2008 5/1/20
08 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE AS
SESSMENT 




................................................. , ...................................... ,, .......
.... . 
18 6/4/2008 6/4/2008 5/1/20
08 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSU
RANCE 







.. ···•·· ........•. , ................ . 
17 5/27/2008 5/27/2008 5/1/200
8 $1,720.93 COUNTY TAX 
. ····· ... :S.9.-R~ ............ , .. ~9 ... qq, ,,, ... ,,, .... H.li0,~3 ....... --~~-P~ .................. ,,, ..........
 '' ......... '' ............................ ~?~~ .. ~~~ ... ~?. ,., .... . 
16 5/7/2008 5/7/2008 5/1/200
8 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSUR
ANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.
00 
$263,868.82 
· .. 15··-··· ··· · · · ·4·,2ai2oa·a··· ... ·· · 4iiiiii'ooa·· ··· ·· · ·s,1i2ooa .. · ·· ··- ·$i",2o{iis·· ................ ···PAY.MEN;:·
···· ..... ·· ... ······ ... · .. ············ ... ·········· .. ··· ... ····· 
.................. .. ~?!!.·~! .. ......... ~J!~~-~:~~ .. ...... . ~1.1}.-?~ .... ....... ~~·.~~ ..........................
. ~~ .. ~~ ...................................... ~~-~~·.s~~-.~~ ............... . 
14 4/12/2008 4/11/2008 4/1/2008
 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$375.51 $1,384.65 $441.22 $0.00 
$0.00 $264,246.29 
~ ~ . " .. '" .................... " .. "" "' ....... " .......... ". ' .... ' ........... " .. ".' ..
....... " ..... """ """ '" " ..... "." . " ... ' .... ' ... " ............ '. '. ' ... " ". ' ...... '. " ..... " ...
... " .. . 
~ ~ 13 4/3/2008 4/3/2008 3/1/2008 
$187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
' ~ ~' $0.00 $0.00 $187.63 
$0.00 
$264,621.80 
\ "(, . "" "' "" ... ' .................... "' '' ....... ,., .. '." ......... " .... ,, ........ " .. '' ........... ' ... '' .......











CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Detailed Transaction History 
Date: 5/13/201 o 
Loan# 1916210920 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
Property Address: 
3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO,ID 83544-0000 
Interest Rate: 
Payment Due Date: 
Monthly Payment Amt: 
Current Escrow Balance: 
Current Principal Balance: 
Mailing Address: 







Pg.11 of 11 
•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Activity for Period 1/1/2008 - 1/31/2010 
Reference# Tran Date Effective Date Due Date Total Tran Amt 
Principal Amt Interest Amt Escrow Amt Fees/Other Amt 
Transaction Description 
Suspense Amt Principal Bal Escrow Bal 
................................................................... ,,1,,,, ........................................................... , •• , •••••• , •• , ••• , •••••••••••••• , ............... ., •.•••••••••••..•••••
••. ·•·••··••·•· 
12 3/10/2008 3/10/2008 3/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
.................... ~9:99 ... ............ ~P .. PQ .............. $.1.e?...f?~, .......... ~?.·.~~ ........................................................................ ~~~~ .. ~~~ :.~~ ............... .. . 
11 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 3/1/2008 $2,201.58 . PAYMENT 
$373.55 $1,386.81 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $264,621.80 
•• • ,,, ,,, ,,, ,•• ,., ,, • •• •••• ", ••• ••• ••, ,ot ltf fflltt t•• ••••It,,,,,,•••••• o,, ,, , ,11 HI Ill II• •••••t •• • ••• ••• o,,,,, ,, • ••• ••• •• • 1,, 10 I •ti 'I• l ,• 1 o/, •1, ,, 10,011 ,,, ••, •• •• ., ,, , 
••• ••••••, ,, ,,, , ,, ••• '" ,., , ,, ,. 
10 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 2/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE PAID 
$0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15.00 $264,995.35 
••, ••• ••• •••, ••,,, ••• ,. •••• ,, •... ,, ,, , , •• ••• ••• ,,f 1,1 l ••,,,,to 011 •••••••I• ,,l tOf 1/0 tf, tft tftOl• t•• Joo o,o IOI o,, I••,,, HI 1, I ftl 010 o•• • •• •••,•• •
• • • •• ••• •• • ,,, ,, • •• •••, ••• ••• ••••••,, • ••• ••• ••• '''"', •• o• 
g 3/3/2008 3/1/2008 2/1/2008 $15.00 FASTPAY FEE ASSESSMENT 
.................... ~9 .. P9 ............... ~9 .. P9 .... .......... $.O. . .oo .............. f1. ?:~~ .. ..................................................................... ~?~~-·-~~~:~? ................ .. 
8 2/11/2008 2/11/2008 2/1/2008 $187.63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
$0.00 $0.00 $187.63 $0.00 $264,995.35 
· · ·1· · ··· .. · · ·· .. · ··2i4i2aoa· ... · · · · ·· 2i2i2c16a · · · ·· · ··· ·2i1i2ooa· · ··· ··· · i2".2a'i:s'a' ... · ,· · · · · · · .. · ... ··PAY.MENT .... · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · · · ·· · · · ·· · · ·· · · · · · · ·· · · .. · · · · ·· · ·· ··· ... ·· · · ·· .. 
$371.61 $1,388.75 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $264,995.35 .................... , .............................................................. ,. ,.,,,.,,,,,, ......................................................... ,,,,.,,,,,,, .,,., ............................. . 
6 1/4/2008 1/3/2008 1/1/2008 $2,201.58 PAYMENT 
$369.67 $1,390.69 $441.22 $0.00 $0.00 $265,366.96 .......................................................................................... ······· ................................................................. , ................... ··········· 
5 1/4/2008 1/4/2008 12/1/2007 $187,63 MORTGAGE INSURANCE 






NAMED INSURED MORTGAGEE - Name and Address 
CHASE HOME FINANCE LLC 
Date of Issue: February 24, 201 O 
ITS SUCCESSORS AND/OR ASSIGNS 
POB0X47020 
DORAVILLE, GA 30362 
ADDITIONAL INSURED/ MORTGAGOR - Name and Address 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
PO BOX 3414 
REDMOND, WA 98073 
AMERICAN SECURITY_ INSURANCE COMPANY 
PO Box 50355 Atlanta, GA 30302 
LENDER-PLACED INSURANCE 
CONFIRMATION OF CANCELLATION 
Property Address: 3165 NEFF RD 
OROFINO, ID 83544 
Re: Loan Number: 1916210920 
Policy Number: ALR21 022965657 
Dear Customer. 
The Named Insured Mortgagee/Lender has requested cancellation of the lender-placed insurance 
that was issued in compliance with your mortgage/lien agreement. This cancellation is effective at 
12:01 a.m. on 09/16/2009. The reason for this cancellation is: 
Named lnsured's Request. 
If you have any questions, please feel free to call your mortgage lender at 1-877-530-8951. 
Sincerely, 
Insurance Department 
Ed,//; ir I 7' 
fl'tf e I o-f I 
AS1161·0509 
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JPMorgan Chase pays $614M over mortgage lending 
Larry Neumeister, The Associated Press 9:35 p.m. EST February 4. 2014 






NEW YORK (AP)- The nation's largest bank, JPMorgan Chase, will pay $614 million and improve mortgage lending practices under a deal announced 
Tuesday to settle claims it approved thousands of unqualified home mortgage loans for govemment insurance and refinancing since 2002, costing the 
government millions of dollars when the loans defaulted. 
U.S. District Judge J. Paul Oetken in Manhattan approved the deal, which calls for JPMorgan to pay the money within a month and install an improved 
quaflty control program to review loans it underwrites using a federally maintained software application that determines if a loan qualifies for government 
insurance. 
JPMorgan said in a statement that its deal with federal prosecutors, the Federal Housing Administration, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development and the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs "represents another significant step in the firm's efforts to put historical mortgage-related 
issues behind it." 
The New York-based company said it had already reserved the money for the settlement and any financial impact from exposure to future claims wasn't 
expected to be significant. 
In a release, U.S. Attorney Preet Bharara said the company had for years participated in federally subsidized programs meant to make homes more 
affordable for millions of Americans. 
"Yet. for more than a decade, it abused that privilege," he said. "JPMorgan Chase put profits ahead of responsibility by recklessly churning out thousands 
of defective mortgage loans, failing to inform the government of known problems with those loans and leaving the government to cover the losses when 
the loans defaulted." 
The prosecutor acknowledged, however. that the company had accepted responsibility and promised to reform the flawed practices. 
The government said the bank approved thousands of loans for government insurance or refinancing that didn't meet the reouirements of federal 
programs and failed to self-report hundreds of loans it identified as having been affected by fraud or other deficiencies. It also regularly submitted loan 
data that 1acKea integrity because it was not basea on aocuments or other intormauon it posse5sed when employees submitted the data, the government 
said. 
Associate Attorney General Tony West said the deal "recovers wrongfully claimed funds for vital government programs that give millions of Americans 
the opportunity to own a home and sends a clear message that we will take appropriately aggressive action against financial institutions that knowingly 
engage in improper mortgage lending practices." 
In November. JPMorgan agreed to pay $13 billion to settle a civil inquiry into its sales of low-quality mortgage-backed securities that collapsed in value in 
the 2008 financial crisis. It also announced it had reached a $4.5 billion settlement with 21 major institutional investors over mortgage-backed securities 
issued by it and Bear Steams between 2005 and 2008. 
Last month, it agreed to pay more than $2.5 billion for ignoring obvious warning signs of Bernard Madoff's massive Ponzi scheme. Madoff. who is serving 
a t 50-year prison sentence after admitting the fraud, squandered nearly $20 billion from thousands of investors over several decades. . 
Fxh'J/f 20 
JPMorgan set aside $23 billion last year to cover the settlements and other costs related to its legal troubles. ltife le-/ I 
http:/ /www.usatoday.com/story/money/business/2014/02/04/jpmorgan-chase-mortf);age-lendingf 5215023/ 3/28/2014 
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Send Correspondence Only To: 
P.O. Box~. Mt. Laural, NJ 080S4-S4S2 




Redmond WA 98073-3414 




Go online at' www.rnortg.,gequestions.com and uieu, 
you, mortgage a,:,:wnt :nlonnallon in seconds! 
IIIAKE CHECKS PAYABl.E TO: 
Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
PO Box7151 
·Pasadena, CA 91109-7151 
p.1 
• Information Verification 
• Name/Address Change Form 
• www.MortgageQuestions.com 
• Direct Debit Automatic Payment Sign-Up 
• SpeedPay/Mortgage Payment Options 
• $250 Coupon 
• Monthly Payment Coupons 
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How Foreclosure Affects Your Credit Score and Your Life I AOL Real E~+'-\te 
Mail DailyFinance AOL Jobs 
Homes for Sale Rentals .Articles Horne Vaiue~ 
Enter City, State or ZIP SEARCH 
Main Homes for Sale Rentals Home Values News Home Finance How To Guides 
How Foreclosure Affects Your Credit Score and Your 
Life 
By Nina Silberstein I Posted Dec 9th 20i O 1 :43PM 
LJ_pdatad jan 3rd 2011 6:04P£i..'. 
provld2dt,,; '.~=~~ Experian- j 
1 Comments 
Videos 
Former clients of Joan Camerlengo, a Staten Island, N.Y.-based real estate broker, succumbed to foreclosure 
after a major institutional lender handed them a mortgage they couldn't afford. The mortgage involved 100 
percent financing through a fixed-rate first mortgage. as well as a monthly adjustable second mortgage. 
'Within two months of purchasing their new home, it became unaffordable.• Camerlengo explains. That's 
becaL1Se the interest rate on the second mortgage adjusted to a level they could not afford. 
As Camerlengo's clients struggled to pay their mortgage, other bills went by the wayside, including their cell 
phone and credit card bills. The lender refused to adjust the terms of the second mortgage, so they were 
iorced to file bankruptcy, which, in tum, will affect their credit for the next seven years. "They lost their home 
and ihe situation put a great deal of stress on their marriage." 
Know Your Credit Score 
There's no better time than now to get your credit score! 
Getlt Now: See Your 2010 Credit Score 
Credit Center: Get Credit Advice 
For miUions across the nation, the possibility of foreclosure has become a harsh reality. and many are deaiing 
with the affects foreclosure has on their credit record. 
"Lower credit scores can result in being denied credit, such as credit cards and car loans, and facing much 
higher rates for loans and even other items, such as insurance, that rely on credit scores," explains Andrew 
Housser, co-CEO of BHls.com, a free consumer personal finance resource. Applying for a new job? Your 
potential employer may refer to your credit score to determine your trustworthiness and whether or not you 
would be a responsible employee. Credit card companies may tum down your application. And when it comes 
time to make another home purchase, it can cost you thousands of more dollars if your credit score isn't 
above 720. 
The Bad News 
"A foreclosure will cause a credit score to drop sharply, typically by 200 to 300 points; Housser says. "That 
would drop a score of 700 - considered a 'good' score - to as low as 400 - considered pretty terrible." The 
minimum FICO score is 340. 
Most lenders rely on credit bureau data, although not all use FICO scores. Some use their own scoring 
models. but those tend to have the same inputs. which include payment history. debt new credit. among 
others. 
The Good News 
But that's not the end of the story. Though a foreclosure can remain active on your credit report for seven 
years and make it difficult in certain buying situations, it won't ruin your credit score for life, adds Housser. 
Page I of 3 





How Foreclosure Affects Your Credit Score and Your Life I AOL Real fa:t~.te 
"If you keep all of your other credit obligations in good standing, your FICO score can begin to rebound in a~ 
little as two years. The important thing to remember is that a foreclosure is a single negative item. If you keep 
it isolated, it will be much less damaging to your credit score than if you had a foreclosure in addition to 
defaulting on other credit obligations." 
How to Rebound 
Even in the shadow of a foreclosure. you can improve your credit. Credit counselors advise paying at least 
\he minimum payment on your credit cards each month, keeping only a minimum number of credit cards, and 
'llaking sure those balances stay low. 
Alan M. White. assistant professor at Valparaiso University School of Law in Indiana. encourages those who 
find themselves in this situation to remain hopeful. "The impact of foreclosure on your score diminishes over 
time, depending on whether you have other active, on-time accounts," he explains. "Even the FHA [Federal 
Housing Administration] will allow a new mortgage to be approved if a past foreclosure was more than five 
years old;' he explains. 
Get the Most for Your Money 
- How to buy a home after a credit crisis 
- Dos and donts of renting with crecrit proble= 
- Credit lessons learned the hard way 
- Passing along good credit lessons 
- Does your credit score impact your down payment? 
- Tips to get the lowest mortgage rate 
- How your credit score impacts where you live 
- Escaping foreclosure hell: Here's how 
- Get More Credit Advice 
A foreclosure won't ruin your credit rating forever. but re-establishing good credit takes time and careful 
planning. If you're in the midst of a foreclosure, you can avoid impacting your credit score even further by 
prioritizing your spending based on need. Shelter, food, and medical coverage should always come first. 
otherwise. reduce your spending by eliminating what isn't a necessity, such as cable, cell phones, dining out 
or entertainment. 
"A foreclosure is not the end of the world. Most people will see their credit scores back in the high-600 range 
within two to three years," says Patrick Ritchie, author of "The Credit Road Map." "I had a mortgage client 
who went through a foreclosure and chapter 7 bankruptcy and three years later had a 690 middle FICO 
score." 
Reader Comments (1) 
byMarkCarlJr-i\Jarch2nd20LJ@ ;-:oBP.H 
lets say you have 400.000 equity in a 800,000 home for sale and home has been on market ioroVer a year. You are required to 
move, the home is not sefiing, housing prices are dropping, and you are'l,atching your equity slowly diminish. Whatis stopping you 
from taking a line of credtt against your equiiy, buying a home where you now presently reside. and letting your original home go 
into forclosure? You've already bought house at low interest rate, best ins package before FICO scora is damaged, and your other 
assets remain intact as they are not used to secure your original house !oar.. 
I Reporr 
1 Comments/ 1 Pages 
Sponsored Links 
TransUnion® Official Site 
Get your Credit Score and Report from the Trusted Source. 
transunion.com 
Buy LifeLock® Protection 
Lifelock protects your ID from the effects of data beach & identity theft. 
LifeLock.com 
Introducing the New Stainless Steel Visa Black Card. Apply Today! 
BiackCard.com 
-
Visa® Black Cardn., 
Buy a link here 
http://realestate.aol.com/blog/20 I 0/12/09/how-foreclosure-affects-vour-credit-score-anil-v 
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lndeX1D: TRUSTEE. APPOlmMENT O_F 
CARRJE BIRD Fe«~3,00 • 
- . 'r::11 APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEE 
KNOW ALL MEN BY IBESE PRESENTS: 
That Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson, a married 
person., is/are the Grantor(s), and Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation, is the 
beneficiary on a Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 2002, in the records of Clearwater 
County, Idaho as Instrument No. 190568. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust 
was subsequently assigned to J.P. Morgan Chase Bank N.A., recorded December 20, 
2007 as Instrument No. 207590. The Beneficial mterest of said Deed of Trust was 
subsequently assigned to PHH Mortgage Corporation. 
The undersigned, who is the present Beneficiary under said Deed of Trust 
desires to appoint JUST LAW, INC., whose address is 3&1 Shoup Ave., Suite 211, P.O. 
Box 50271, Idaho Falls, Idaho, 83405. Said Trustee shall have all powe..rs, effective 
forthwith. 
l}J WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and seal this~ day of 
~ ,/J& , 20 ;o. 
STATE OF_(.lri.;,1 }>:&eq 




PHH Mortgage Corporation 
'- -u .1 By U t-ult 
I • I " 
On this l,f day of J,, aL 20to , before me, the undersignee, a Notary 
Public ip and for the State of j. le,w ~· personalty appeared /~ ...) . . 
U-:'.'.l L: le . 1mo to me to be the r/i c.e eca1 d~ of 
the corporation that executed this instrument or the person who executed the instrument 
on behalf of said corporation and acknowledged to me that such corporation executed the 
same. 
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NOTICE OF DEFAULT 
Under the Deed ofor ttansferin trust executed by Donna Nickerson. a married person and 
Cha.des R. Nickerson, a married person as Grantor(s) with Coldwell Banlc Mortgage, a corporation 
as Beneficiary, llllder the Deed ofTrost recorded October 4, 2002 as Instrument No. 190568, in the 
records of Clearwater County, Idaho.. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was 
subseq:o.ently assigned to J.P. Morga;o. Chase Ba.nkN.A. as Instrument no. 207590 recorded 
December 20, 2007, records of Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of 
Trust was subsequently assigned to PHH Mortgag:: Corporation. 
More particularly described as follows: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 N'WI14, SEl/4 SW1/4 NWl/4 
:Said Beneficiary hereby gives notice that a breach of the obligatioll. for which mc:h trroisfer 
in security has occu:rre~ the nature of such breach be.mg the failure ta pay the amount due 'Uilder the 
certain Promissory Note and Deed of Trust, in the amounts called for thereunder as follo ... vs: 
Monthly payments in the amount of $2.,3 28.99 for the months of J anua.ry 2009 through and 
including to the date of sale, .and late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum owing on 
the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal plus 1ate fees, service 
charges, attorney's fees, costs of this foreclosure, a:n.y and all funds expended by Be:n.eficia;ryto 
protect its security interest, and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28% from December 1, 2008, 
together ·•,•,iJh deliaquent ~e;, -until the dc.te of sale . 
Exlt,c,'I z v 






The Beneficiary elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold to .;:a.tisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 11th day of June, 2010. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Bonneville ) 
....J-US.T-'LAW, INC ~ 
/ 
j, / ,,. C-'?""-1 ,';/ ," ,,...., ,.,... , 
! ""'--" .r / r..../ ; . - _.,.¥~-·/;;~ / .f/ . .,,,.....,, - --.......... · :.,, ,:...- ..,._.(... . / :...- ;.--==-
/ .....,. ~·; ii7" 
V I ' _)· 
Trustee L,.....-,,., 
Attorney for the Beneficiary 
On this 11th day of June, 2010, before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for the 
State ofidaho, personally appeared Charles C. Just, known to me to be the President of the 
corporation that executed this instrument or the person who executed the instrument on behalf of 
said corporation, whose name is subscribed to within instrument and aclmowledged to me that such 
corporation executed the same as such Trustee. 
Exlu1J/./ 2'1 




JUST LAW, rNC. 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
(208) 523-9106 FAX (208) 523-9146 
Ton Free 1-800-923-9106 
NOTICE OF TRUSTEE'S SALE 
p.6 
On October 21, 2010, at the hour of 11:00 o'clockAl\.1 of said day, at Clearwater County 
Land Title Company, Inc., 131 Michigan Ave., Orofino, Idaho, JUST LAW, INC., as Successor 
Trustee, will sell at public auction to the highest bidder, for cash, in lawful money of the United 
States, all payable at the time of sale, the following described real property, situated in the County 
of Clearwater, State of Idaho, and described as follows to v,rit: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State of Idaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEI/4 NWl/4, SEl/4 SWI/4 1\"Wl/4 
The Trustee has no kn owl edge of a more particular description of the above referenced real 
property, but for purposes of compliance with Section 60-113 Idaho Code, the Trustee has been 
informed the address of3165 Neff Road, Orofino, ID, is sometimes associated with the said real 
property. 
This Trustee's Sale is subject to a bankruptcy filing, a payoff, a reinstatement or any other 
conditions of which the Trustee is not aware that would cause the cancellation of this sale. Further, 
if any of these conditions exist? this sale may be null and void, the successful bidder's funds shall be 
returned, and the Trustee and the Beneficiary shall not be liable to the successful bidder for any 
damages. 
Said sale ·will be made without covenant or warranty regarding title, possessions or 
encumbrances to satisfy the obligation secured by and pursuant to the power of sale conferred in the 
Deed of Trust executed by Donna Nickerson, a married person and Charles R. Nickerson. a 
married person, as Grantor(s) with Coldwell Bank Mortgage, a corporation as the Beneficiaryi 
under the Deed of Trust recorded October 4, 2002, as Instrument No. 190568, in the records of 
Clearwater County, Idaho. The Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequent1y assigned 
to J.P. Morgan Chase BankN.A, recorded December 20, 2007, as Instrument No. 207590. The 
Beneficial interest of said Deed of Trust was subsequently assjgned to PHH Mortgage Corporation 
recorded June 14, 2010, as lnstrumentNo. 214459, in the records of said County. 
ExA/J/125 






THE ABOVE GRANTORS ARE NAl\fED TO COMPLY \VITH SECTION 45-1506(4)(a), 
IDAHO CODE. NO REPRESENTATION IS MADE THAT THEY ARE, ORARENOT, 
PRESENTLY RESPONSIBLE FOR THIS OBLIGATION. 
The default for which this sale is to be made is the failure to pay the amount due under the 
certain Promissory Nate and Deed of Trust, in the amounts called for thereunder as follows: 
Monthly payments in the amount of$2,328.99 for the months of January 2009 through and 
including to the date of sale, together with late charges and monthly payments accruing. The sum 
ov.'ing on the obligation secured by said Deed of Trust is $261,170.62 as principal, plus service 
charges.,, attorney's fees, costs of this foreclosure, any and all funds expended by Beneficiary to 
protect their security interest, and interest accruing at the rate of 6.28% from December I, 2008, 
together with delinquent taxes plus penalties and 1nterest to the date of sale. 
The Beneficiary elects to sell or cause the trust property to be sold to satisfy said obligation. 
Dated this 16th day of June, 2010. 
Tammie Harris 
Trust Officer for 
Just Law, Inc. 
For information concerning this sale please contact Just Law, Inc. at wl\w.iustlawidaho.com 
or Toll Free at 1-800-923-9106, Thank you . 
txh6/l 2S 
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CHASEO 
Annual Escrow Account Disclosure Statement 
Customer Care 
Customer Care Phone: i -800-848-9136 
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0001916210920 July 28, 2009 
$261,562.14 
S3,6iS.77- Prciperty Address: 
12/01/08 3165 NelfRd 
Orofino. ID 
Prior Payment Breakdown 
Principal and Interest $1,760.36 
Escrow S568.63 
Total Payment $2,928.99 
New Payment Breakdown Effectlve09/01/09 
Principal and Interest S1 ,760.36 
Escrow S460.37 
Total Payment $2.22D.73 
Keep this statement for your records. This history compares the escrow ac1ivity that was projected for the past period with your 
actual escrow activity. Because taxes and insurance premiums were projections, the actual amounts patd may be diiferent. 
Comparing Projections to 1he Actual Payments 
Prior Year Projection Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Description Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow account escrow account Balance 
8e51!nni!:!B Balance so.co S0.00 $1,147.30 $0.00 50.00 5:17.13 
Payment 09/08 S474.45 SO.OD $1,621.75 so.oo· S0.00 S17.13 
Pmi 09/08 50.00 $187.63 $1 434.12 so.co• so.oo· Sf7.13 
Pmi 09/08 S0.00 S0.00 $1.434.12 S0.00 Si87.63• S170.50-
Patment 10108 S474.45 S0.00 $1,908.67 so.oo· SO.OD S170.50-
Pmi 10/0B S0.00 S187.63 $1,720.94 so.oo· so.oo· $170.50· 
Pmi 10/08 S0.00 $0.00 Sl.720.94 S0.00 S187.63* $S5B.13-
Pa~ment 11/08 S474.45 S0.00 $2,195.39 s1. 1s1.2s· S0.00 ST79.13 
Pml 11/08 S0.00 S187.63 $2.007.76 S0.00' so.oo• S779.13 
Pm, 11/08 SO.OD $0.00 S2.007.76 so.co S187.63" S591.50 
Pa~menl 12/08 S474.45 so.co S2,482.21 so.co· SO.OD $591.50 
Pmi 12/08 S0.00 St87.63 52,294.58 so.co· so.oo· S5$1.50 
Coun;yTax 12/08 $0.00 S1.720.93 S573.65 so.co 51,636.43. S1.044.93-
Pmi 12/08 S0.00 so.co S573.65 SO.OD S187.63• S1.232.56-
Pa~manl 01/09 S474.45 so.co S1.048.10 so.co· S0.00 S1 1232.56-Pmi 0~/09 s:i.oo S187.63 S860.47 so.oo· so.on· Si.232.56· 
Pml 01/09 $0.00 S0.00 $860.47 S0.00 $187.63. Si 420.19· 
Pa~ment 02/09 S474.45 $0.00 S1,334.92 $568.Sl• $0.00 5951.SS-
Pmi 02/09 $0.00 $187-63 $1 147.Z'S so.oo· so.oo· $851.56-
Pmi 02/09 S0.00 $0.00 S1, 147.29 So.oo S187.63• ~-039.19-
Pa~menl 03109 S474.45 S0.00 $1,621.74 so.co· so.oo S1,039.19-
Pmi 03/09 $0.00 S187.63 $1 434.11 so.oo .. so.oa· S1,039_1s-
Pmi 03109 $0.00 S0.00 $1 434.11 $0.00 S187.63" S1.226.82· 
Pa}!ment 04/09 S474.45 S0.00 51,908.56 so.oo· $0.00 $1,226.82-
Pmi 04/09 S0.00 $187.63 $1,720.93 so.oo· $0.oo· S1,226.82-
Pmi 04/09 S0.00 sa.oo 51,720.93 so.oo S187.sa- $1.414.45· 
Pa:i:ment 05109 S474.45 SO.OD 52,195.38 so.oo· 50.00 S.1 ,414.45-
Pmi 05/09 S0.00 S187.63 £2,007.75 S0.00* so.oo• $1,414.45-
Pmi 05109 so.co S0.00 S2,D07.75 S0.00 S187.63'" s, 602.08-
Coun~Tax 05/09 S0.00 S0.00 S2.D07.75 so.oo S1 636.43• $3.238.51-
Pa:imenl 06/09 S474.45 S0.00 52,482.20 so.oo· S0.00 $3 238.51-
Pmi 06/09 S0.00 S187.63 $2 294.57 so.oo~ so.ocr $3,238.51-Coun!)lTax 06109 SO.OD $1,720.93 S573.64 so.oo so.oo· S3.238_51· 
Pmi 06/09 S0.00 SO.OD $573.64 S0.00 S187.s3• $3 426.14-
Pa:i:ment 07/09 S474.45 50.00 S1,04S.09 $4,549.04* SO.OD $1,122.90 
Pmi 07/09 S0.00 $187.63 $860.46 so.oo· S167.63 $935.27 
Pa~ment DS/09 S474.45 SO.OD S1.S34.91 $558.63* S0.00 51.503.90 
• Either the dale or the amount d!lfers from the previous projectic-n. Your previous Escrow Account Disclosure Statemen! projected payments to 
your escrow account would be 5474.45 monthly, totaling $5,693.40. Under 
federal law, your lowest monthly balance should oot go_ below S948.9~ol.J 
ExA/J/f z~ l'c.J c 





'OUR ESCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY (Continued) 
Comparing Projections to the Actual Payments 
Prior Year Projec1ion Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
)escription Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow account escrow account Balance 
'mf OB/09 $0.00 S187.63 S1147.2B so.oo· S0.00" S1.503.90 
·otal S5.693.40 $5,693.42 $6,823.56 Ss,336.79 
1761
p.10 
ENE:lAL ESCROW INFORMATION 
stead of making multiple payments for insurance and taxes during the year, escrow enables you to put money aside monthly and let 
,ase handle the payments. 
~crip1ion Due Date New Year Monthly De&;ription Due Date New Year lllionthly 
Projections Required Escrovi, Projections Required Escrow 
_ort_,g"-a'""g'-e_ln_s ___ ....;0....;9;..;;/0....;9 __ ____;$2,;:..:;· ;: 25;;.;..;.1;..;;.5..;.6 __ __::$:..:..18:;.;7:..:...6;;.;3;.... County Tax 12/09 S3,272.86 $272.73 
'"'To_t_a..,..ls,__ ___ __;,.;.._ ____ S""S..:-,5"'2""'4,....4.,.,2,-..--.,,,.$46..,.,,.,,0,..,_3""-'7=--
EQUIRED RESERVE 
:!Ction 10 of the Real Eslate Settlement Proceduies Act (RESPA) authorizes lenders to 
~lecl and maintain up to one-sixth of your tolat disbursements in your escrow account at all 
nes. The required reserve is used to cover Increased tax and insurance disbursements. We 
> not cushion for mortgage insurance or optional products. 
ROJECTIONS FOR COMING YEAR 
Total Monthly Required Escrow 
Total Required Reserve 
S460.37 
$545.48 
his is an estimate of ac1ivity projected for your escrow account during 1he coming year. The Target Balance is the beginning 
:i.lance necessary to bring your escrow account at its lowest point during the next 12 months to zero plus the allowed required 
iserve. 
'Indicates the Lowest Projected Balance in your account during the next 12 months. Some escrow accounts may be billed for periods 
1ngerthan one year. The account balance may not reach its Lowest Projected Balance this year because one of the escrow items 
1ay be on a three-year cycle. 
Projected Projected Month-end Projected Projected Month-end 
Payments Payments escrow Payments Payments escrow 
)esoription Month to escrow from escrow balance Description Month to escrow from escrow balance 
arget Balance $0.00 so.co S1,090.95 Payment 03/10 S460.37 $0.00 $1,551.33 
_!!Yment o9/oa $460.97 so.co $1,551.32 Pmi 03/10 $0.00 5187.63 Si,363.70 
mi 09/09 S0.00 S187.63 S1,363.69 Payment 04110 $460.37 S0.00 Si,824.07 
ayment 10I09 $460.37 $0.00 $1,824.06 Pmi 04110 S0.00 $187.63 $1,636.44 
'ml 10/09 S0.00 $167.63 $1,636.43 Payment 05/10 S460.37 $().00 $2.096.Si 
'aiment 11(09 S460.37 $0.00 $2,096.80 Pml 05110 $0.00 S187.63 $1,909.18 
tmi 11/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,909.17 Payment 06/10 S460.37 $0.00 $2,369.55 
'aymenl 12109 $460.37 S0.00 $2,389.54 Pml 06/10 $0.00 $187.63 S2, 181.92 
'mt 12/09 S0.00 S187.63 $2,181.91 County Tax OS/10 $0.00 $1,636.43 S545.49 
~untyTax 12/09 $0.00 $1,636.43 $545.48"" Payment 07/tO $460.37 S0.00 S~,OOS.86 
'ayment 01/10 S460.37 SO.DO $1,005.85 Pmi 07/10 S0.00 $\67.63 $818.23 
'mi 01/10 $0.00 S187.S3 $818.22 Pa}'.ment 08/10 $460.37 S0.00 $1,278.60 
>aymenl 02/10 $460.$7 so_oa 51,278.59 Pmi 08/10 $0.00 $187_63 $1,000.97 
'mi 02110 SO.DO $187.63 $1,090.96 
Total SS,524.44 $5,524.42 
:;QMPUTATION OF YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT 
::scrow Surplus: Your Anticipated Escrow Balance is $1,503.90. Your Target Balance according to this analysis is $1,090.95. The 
\nticipated Escrow Balance is greater than the Target Balance. For that reason your account has a surplus in the amount of 
5412.95. 
6-ntk;igaled Escrow 6alance 





Anticipated Escrow Balance·is· calcula1ed by·taking your actual escrow balance of· 
$3,613.n- as of July 28, 2009. The balance is then calculated by adding all payments 
and subtracting all disbursements scheduled for your escrow account u,til 1he effective 
daie of 1he new payment, September 1, 2009. 
fhls statement Is not a request for payment. rt Is for informational ?Urposes only. 
Your new monthly mortgage paymen1 for the coming year will be $2,220.73 of which $1,760.36 will be for principal and interest and 
5460.37 wlU go into your escrow account The terms of your loan may result in changes to the monthly principal and interest 




' r • 







Final Escrow Account Disclosure Statement 
Customer Care 
Customer Care Phone: 1-B00-848-9136 
Hearing Impaired (TDD): 1-800-582-0542 
www.chase.com/hornelinance/customerservice 
11, lu I, ,I, llm I III I II II 111ll11l11l111 ll1 I 11l11,ll 1l11 I ,llu I 
1234"< ESA Z04110C • 
DONNA NICKERSON 
CHARLES R NICKERSON 
P0BOX3414 
REDMOND WA 98073-3414 








0001916210920 February 6, 2010 
$0.00 
$0.00 Propertv Addre5s: 
3165 Neff Rd 
Orofino, ID 
----------
Prior Payment Breakdown 






We are providing this FINAL ESCROW ANALYSIS DISCLOSURE STATEMENT because of one of the following transactions: payoff 
of your loan, transfer of your loan. transfer of your loan to another mortgage provider, or waiver ol your Escrow Account. 
YOUR ESCROW ACCOUNT HISTORY 
Keep this statement for your records. This history compares the escrow activity lhat was projected for the past period with your 
actual escrow activity. Because taxes and insurance premiums were projections, the actual amounts paid may be different. 
Comparing Projections to the Actual Payments 
Prior Vear Projection Actual Activity 
Payments to Payments from Escrow Payments to Payments from Escrow 
Description Month escrow account escrow account Balance escrow accounl escro1r, account Balance 
Beginni!!:9 Balance $0.00 S0.00 $1.C9Ci.95 $0.00 SO.OD S3.B01.40-
Pa:tmenl 09:09 $460.37 S0.00 $1.551.32 so.co· $0.00 S.'3.801.40--Pmi 09/09 $0.00 $187.63 $1,36~'.69 so.oo· S 187.63 S3,989.03-
Pa:i:ment 10/09 $460.37 S0.00 $1,824.06 sooo· $0.00 S3.989.03-
Pmi 10(09 SO.DO $187.65 $1.S3S.43 so.oo· $187.63 $4.176.66-
Pa;Lmenl 11109 S460.37 SJ.00 S2.096.80 $568.63" $0.00 SS.608.03· 
Pmi 11/09 SO.CO $187.63 $1 .909.17 so.oo· $187.63 SS.795.66-
Homeowner In 11/09 so.co S0.00 $1.909.17 SO.OD S2.s10.oo· $6,665.66-
Payment 12/09 S460.37 S0.00 S2.369.54 S568.S3· so.oo S6,097.03-
Pmi 12/09 $0.00 $187.63 $2,181.91 so.oo· $187.63 S6.284.66-
Coun!)'.Tax 12/09 $0.00 $1.636.43 S5-15.48 $().00 $1,670.64. ~.!?55.30-
Payment 01/10 S460.37 $0.00 $1,005.BS $1.137.26· $0.00 sits 1s.O.c1-
Pmi OUIO :i,Cl.00 :i,1a, .b'3 $81&.22 SO<.xr S1B7.63 $7'.fo~ 
PaJ'.menl 02/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,278.59 S0.00' $0.00 $7 .C-05.67-
Pmi 02110 $0.00 $187.63 $1 090.96 m.oo· $0.00' $7.005.67-
Transler Bal 02/10 $0.00 ~-00 $1,050.96 $0.00 $7,005.67·' S0.00 
Palment 03/10 $460.37 $0.00 S1,55t.33 $0.00' $0.00 S0.00 
Pmi 03110 $0.00 $187.63 S1.363.70 $0.00' $0.oo• S0.00 
Pa:tmenl 04/10 $460.37 $0.00 Sl.82-1.07 $0.00· $0.00 S0.00 
Pmi 04/10 so.co $187.63 $1.636.44 so.co· so.oo· $0.00 
Pa:tment 05110 $460.37 $0.00 $2,096.Bi $0.00· :ii0.00 so.co 
Pmi 05/10 $0.00 $187.63 Sl.909.18- $0.00' so.oo· S0.00 
Pavment 06/10 $460.37 $0.00 $2.369.55 $0.00' SO.DO S0.00 
Pml 06110 $0.00 S187.63 $2.181.92 $0.00· so.oc· SO.CO 
Coun~Tax 06/10 $0.00 $1.636.43 S545.4!l !i0.00 $0.0.Y $0.00 
Pa.vrnenl 07/10 $460.37 $0.00 $1,005.8€ $0.00' S0.00 so.co 
Pmi 07110 $0.00 $187.63 S818.23 ~-00' so.oo· $0.CO 
Pa:;tmenl 08110 $460.37 $0.00 S1.278.60 so.co· SO.QC $0.00 
Pmi 08110 $0.00 $187.63 $1.090.97 ~-oo· so.oo· $0.00 
Total $5.524.44 $5.524.42 $2.274.52 S1.s2s.88-




CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - lSB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFCCE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintjff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
p.12 
IN THE DlSTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES 1 thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NlCKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-C!aimant/TI1ird Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
of PHH MORTGAGE dib/a COLDWELL 
BANKER MORTGAGE, Counter-Defendant; 
and JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
State of New Jersey ) 
Aflidavit of Ron Casperite !Second SJI - Page 1 
10650-Nl 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
SECO.l\'D AFFlDA VIT OF 
RONALD E. CASPERJTE IN 
SUPPORT OF PHH'S SECOND 
MOTION FOR SL'MMAR.Y 
JUDGMENT 
1764
1 1 p.13 
:ss 
County of Burlington ) 
Ronald E. Casperite, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
l. I am eighteen years of age or older and have personal knowledge of the facts 
and infonnation contained in this affidavit. 
2. 1 am a Complex Litigation Liaison for PHH Mortgage Corporation. 
3. As part of my responsjbilities for PHH, I managed the loan file pertaining to 
Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson. 
4. Attached as Exhibit A and incorporated here by reference is a true and correct 
copy of the Nickersons' promissory note. 
5. Attached as Exhibit B and incorporated here by reference is a true and correct 
copy of the Nickersons' deed of trust. 
6. Since the filing of my last affidavit, I have scrutinized Chase's loan history that 
was attached to Brandie S. Watkins' affidavit. 
7. Based upon my review, I was able to construct for purposes of trial in this action 
an illustrative loan history. Attached as Exhibit C and incorporated here by reference is a true 
and correct copy of that illustrative loan history. 
8. Through my training and experience as a litigation liaison for PHH, I am able to 
examine loan history infonnation and detennine the history of payments, application of 
paymen~s to principal and interest, assessment of fees and costs, and transfers into and from 
escrow accounts as part of an overall history ofa specific loan. 
9. I used my training, knowledge and experience in preparing Exhibit C attached 
for the purpose of making a detailed history of the Nickersons' Joan during the time Chase 
serviced the loan and since February 2010 the time PHH had the loan. 
10. From November 2007 through December 2009 the Nickersons were obligated to 
pay 26 monthly payments. Dming that time period the Nickersons only made 17 monthly 
payments. The Nicker.sons failed to make 9 monthly payments causing their loan to go into 
default status. 
1 L Just prior to Chase returning the Nickersons' loan, Chase reversed a January 
2010 payment and zeroed the escrow balance. 
12. As of Febrnary 10, 2010 the Nickersons loan was in default due to the 9 monthly 
payments that were never paid. 






13. . Upon .PHH's receipt from Chase of the Nickersons' loan, the principal balance 
was $261,170.62. 
14. Since Febrnary 2010 the Nickersons have not made any further payments on the 
loan, nor have the Nickersons cw-ed their default. 
15. Projected to August I, 20 l 3 the principal . balance of the Nickersons loan 
remains at S261,170.62. lnterest on that balance has accrued at the note rate of 6.28% to the 
sum of S73,791.48 projected to August 1, 2013, with per diem interest accruing the amount of 
$44.94. 
. b (" 
\., <".::,12.G:i"TeY'I\ .:a. 
. -~ ' Dated this J.Q_ day of :ftd;i..2013. 
\~---, 
....__ 
Ronald E. Casperite 
PHH Mortgage Corporation 
. ff' ~b-e¥"" 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this _lP_ day~ 2013. 
[SEAL] 
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Foreclosures take an emotional toll on many 
homeowners 
Updated 5l1B1200B S:22 PM l Comment \ Re.commend 
By Justin Sumv.an. Getty Images 
A foredosure sian sits m fmr.t of a home for sa!2 in 
.Stockton. Calif. V 
By Stephanie Armour, USA TODAY 
On a brisk day last fall in Prineville, Ore., 
Raymond and Deanna Donaca faced the 
unthinkable: They were losing their home to 
foreclosure and had days to move oul 
For more than two decades, the couple had 
lived in their three-level house, where the 
elms outside blazed with yellow shades of 
fall and their four golden retrievers slept in 
lhe yard. The town had always been home, 
with a lazy river and rolling hills dotted by 
gnarled juniper trees . 
HOUSING PAIN ESCALATES: Foreclosures 
skyrocket 65% in April 
E-mail} Print! 
Share 








Yet just before lunch on Oct 23, the Donacas closed alllheirhome'sdoors exceptlhe one to the garage and left 
their 1981 Cadillac Eldorado running. Toxic fumes filled the home. 'Mien sheriffs deputies arrived at about 1 
p.m., they found the body of Raymond, 71, on the second floor along with three dead dogs. The bodyofDeanna, 
69, was in an upstairs bedroom, close to another dead retriever. 
"It is believed thatlhe Donacas committed suicide after attempts to save lheir home following a foreclosure notice 
left lhem believing they had few options," lhe Crook County Sheriffs Office said in a report 
Their suicides were a tragic extreme, but the Donacas' case symbolizes how the housing crisis is wrenching the 
emotional lives of legions of homeowners. The escalating pace of foreclosures and rising fears among some 
homeowners about keeping up with their mortgages are creating a range of emotional problems, mental-health 
specialists say. Those include anxiety disorders, depression and addictive behaviors such as alcoholism and 
gambling. And, in a few cases, suicide. 
Crisis hoflines are reporting a surge in calls from frantic homeowners. The American Psychological Association 
(APA) and other mental-health groups are publishing tips on how to handle the emotional stress triggered by the 
real estate meltdown. Psychologists say they're seeing more drinking, domestic violence and marital problems 
linked to mortgage concerns -as well as children trying to cope with extreme anxiety when their families are 
forced to move. 
'They're depressed, anxious. Ifs affected marriages, relationships," says Richard Chaifetz, CEO of ComPsych, a 
Chicago-based employee-assistance firm that is counseling homeowners over morlgage fears. "People tend to 
catastrophize, and that leads to depression. Suicide rates go up. We see an increase in drinking, outbursts at 
work, violence toward kids. Before, lheir houses were like A TMs," as they rose in value. "Now, they feel trapped 
like a rat in a comer." 
Foreclosure filings surged 65% in April compared with the same month last year, according to a report 
Wednesday by RealtyTrac. One in every 519 households received a foreclosure filing last month, and the 
number of homes with foreclosure activity in April was the highest monthly total since Realty Trac began issuing 
the report in January 2005. 
Don Donaca, Rcymond':, brother, :soy:,. ir-5 hard lo under.Mand 1he :,.uicidc, but he lhink.3 lhc pending fon:clo=sur-e 
led to their deaths. 
"He got so deep in debt he couldnlfigure outwhatelsetodo," says Don. 74, a retired sawmill worker in 
Prineville. "I guess a guy would have to walk a few miles in his shoes to understand." 
Financial concerns at the top 
Many other homeowners are at risk of less-severe, but still significant, psychological distress: One in seven 
homeowners worry that they won't be able to make their morlgage payments on time over the next six months, 
according to an April Associated Press-AOL Money & Fmance poll, and more than one-quarlerfearlheir home 
will decline in value during the next two years. 
ComPsych says financial concerns are now the top issue the firm's counselors are hearing in calls from clients. 
Calls about financial worries have surged 20% over last year; those related to mortgage problems have doubled. 
"Ifs escalated to the No. 1 issue because of the housing crisis," Chajfetz says. 
Half of Americans identify housing costs, such as rent or mortgage payments, as significant sources of stress, 
particularly on the East and West coasts, a 2007 survey by the APA says. Sixty-one percent in the West. and 55% 
in the East(compared with 47% in the Midwest and 43% in the South) reported Musing costs asa very or 
somewhat significant source of stress. 
'Toe problem affects the whole spectrum, notjust people losing their homes," says LeslieBeth \Msh, a 
psychologist and social worker in Sarasota, Fla. "The stress exacerbates what is already there. It brings to the 
surface problems lhatwere often already there, like marital problems. There is so much blaming people for the 
Weather 
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One ofl/Vish's patients was semiretired when she bought a home in 2005 in southwest Florida as an investment 
!hat she hoped to ''flip," turning a profit The woman now owes more than the house is wor1h and can't sell it 
111/ish says her client has developed anxiety, dwelling on her financial situation from the time she wakes up to the 
time she goes to sleep. Other clients, 111/ish says, are reporting physical symptoms such as headaches and 
stomach pains stemming from anxiety over their mortgage situation. 
ComPsych's counselors are hearing similar stories of the mental-health toll caused by the hOusing slump. At the 
request of USA TODAY. ComPsych's spokeswoman Jennifer Hudson queried counselors to come up with 
examples of the types of employees they're helping. One couple were going through a divorce, and the wife told 
ComPsych counselors that financial stress was the final tl'igger. They had maxed out their credit cards and were 
fiving off credit in hopes that they <::0uld keep their house. Another woman called because she suspected her 
husband was gambling again, apparently hoping to win big so they could repair their financial mess. She was 
afraid they were going to have to move in with her parents, ComPsych says. 
For Gary Sweredoski of Myrtle Beach, S.C., the threat oflosing his home to foreclosure has taken both a physical 
and an emotional toll. In 2007, Sweredoski, who had no health insurance, underwent triple bypass surgery and 
wound up with more than $300,000 in medical bills. Then Sweredoski, 60, a real estate broker, saw his business 
suffer as the housing market crashed. 
Today, he and his wife. Irene. struggle to make the mortgage payment on !he dream home they built in Myrtle 
Beach and are trying to stave off foreclosure. Like many other homeowners struggling with the financial 
consequences of the housing slump, Gary says the emotional pain can be severe. 
Standing on his deck overlooking a lake where ducks swim and bobbing pontoon boats drift by, he says such 
circumstances "shatter your pride and become very humiliating. even though the circumstances are not of our 
making. 
'The situation keeps you up at night, preventing you frOm getting the rest you need. A lot of the depression that I 
feel. I do in private," he says. 
"It angers you. It frustrates you. It has a large bearing on your emotional state. When the thought of losing a home 
looms, you lose more than a building. You lose what you worked for so many years. all of the equity that you 
have accumulated over the years. Ifs humbling. It affects us deeply." 
Rising depression, suicide rates 
Historically, research shows, rates of depression and suicide tend to climb during times of economic tumult 
In an article published in 2005 by Cambridge University Press. researchers compared suicide data in Australia 
from January 1968 through August 2002 with economic problems such as unemployment and mortgage interest 
rates. The study found that economic trends are closely associated with suicide risk, with men showing a 
heightened risk of suicide in the face of economic adversity. 
"For some people, suicide is the rational option when they see no future," says Ken Siegel, a psychologist in 
Beverly Hills. "One's house is very much a projection of one's self. To have a home taken away is tantamount to 
having part of yourself taken away. There is embarrassment For many, ifs overwhelmingly un<::0nquerable." 
In the most severe cases, as with the Oonacas, authorities have linked suicides with the financial stress of 
foreclosures. On Od.. 25. 2007, James Hahn. 39, a chemist in north Houston. was facing foreclosure and had to 
vacate his home. When deputies arrived with eviction papers, Hahn engaged them and a SWAT team in a 
standoffthatlasted more than 10 hours. It ended in the early morning when Hahn shot himself inside his home, 
aC<::Ording to a Houston Police Department report 
"Suicides are very much tied to the economy," says Kathleen Hall, founder and CEO of The Stress Institute in 
AUanta. ·1rs a public-health issue." 
In many cases, psychiatrists say, financial stresses, such as those caused by the mortgage crisis, tend to bring 
pre-existing mental-health issues to the surface. Studies also show a strong connection between financial 
distress and emotional stress, including anxiety, depression, insomnia and migraines. 
"Olten, there is a dilemma of not being able to afford private mental-health treatment in the midst of a financial 
crisis," says Joseph Weiner, a psychiatrist and chief of consultation psychiatry at North Shore University Hospital 
in Manhasset. N.Y. "Children will likely feel the parents' tension around financial stress. This could cause feelings 
of helplessness and anxiety in the child. Sometimes. young children blame themselves for their parents' stressful 
situation." 
Jennifer Paschal, 36, of Woodstock, Ga .• has tried to ease the effect of the foreclosure of her home on her 
children, eailey, 12, and Trent, 9. eut she says they've been deeply pained. After 13 years of marriage, Paschal 
is going through a divorce. The divorce and medical bills led the family to lose i1s home to foreclosure in April. 
Paschal couldn't afford the $1,300 monthly mortgage payment on her $45,000 annual salary as a day care 
center director. 
The home is a six-bedroom house on an acre of land. with a trampoline in the backyard, blooming pink azaleas 
and rose bushes, and a muddy creek where Trent and Bailey would catch frogs and play with their two dogs, a 
retriever and a Labrador. 
Before they left, Paschal took the children to their rooms and told them to fill a box with whatever they wanted to 
take with them. They moved in July to a two-bedroom, $900-a-month apartment The ''for sale" sign on the house 
they lost to foreclosure went up this month. When she saw a picture of it, Paschal says, she cried. 
The children are suffering, too. Trent worries about money. Recently, at the grocery store, he told his mother not 
to buy milk because it cost $4. He begs his mother to get a house again, saying that he's old enough now to cut 
the grass. 
"Ifs hard."Paschal says. "I think they see things very differently now. My son asked me how much money I have, 
and I told himnottoworryaboutil We had to give away our Lab and our bird dog (because it seemed unfairto 
keep them in sueh a small apartment). That killed my son. That tore him apart, big time:· 
In !he new apartment. Paschal doesn\ sleep well. After she goes to bed, she hears Trent scurry out of his bed to 
make sure all the doors are locked. Then Trent <::0mes to her room and quietly tells his mother she can sleep now 
because everything is safe. 
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Study centers on foreclosure' stress on family life 
Washington Post Staff Writer 
Tuesday,February 16,2010; HE05 
The stress of a foreclosure can disrupt marriages and produce behavioral changes in children, according to a 
study being released this week. 
The study is based on interviews with 25 Latino families by the National Council of La Raza and the 
Center for Community Capital at the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 
"People losing their homes is more than losing a physical space, bricks and mortar," said Janis Bowdler, 
deputy director of Wealth-Building Policy Project at the National Council of La Raza. "We have been so 
focused on the short-term impact of the financial crisis, the policy solutions, the physical loss of the house, 
that we don't always consider the larger picture." 
The families, who were from Texas, Michigan, Florida, Georgia and California, said that after the 
foreclosure, they incurred significant financial losses, on average about $89,000. 
Of the parents interviewed, about half reported problems in their relationship, and more than a third were 
considering divorce or separation. Thirteen families reported that after they lost their home, their children 
had academic or minor behavior problems in school. Many parents reported more conflicts with their 
children. 
"Parents often perceived their children being withdrawn and having trouble making new friends," the study 
said. 
The study is the latest to link foreclosure and mental health issues, and Bowdler said she hoped it would 
spur more research. Last year, researchers at the University of Pennsylvania School of Medicine found that 
47 percent of the homeowners going through foreclosure showed symptoms of depression, with 37 percent 
exhibiting signs of major depression. 
Moody's Economy .com has forecast that more than 1.9 million homeowners will lose their homes to 
foreclosure this year. 
-- Renae Merle 
View all comments that have been posted about this article. 
www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/02/12/AR20100212041S6_pf.html 
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October 2, 2011 
Foreclosures Are Killing Us 
By CRAIG E. POLLACK and JULIA F. LYNCH 
AFTER slowing down in the first half of the year, the rate of homes entering foreclosure is 
rising again. First-time default notices were served on 78,000 homes in August, a 33 percent 
increase from July. A $1 billion federal program to help jobless and underemployed 
homeowners ended Friday. Foreclosure notices were filed against a record 2.9 million 
properties last year, and an additional 1.2 million in the first half of this year. 
Foreclosure is not just a metaphorical epidemic, but a bona fide public health crisis. When 
breadwinners become ill, they miss work, lose their jobs, face daunting medical bills - and 
have trouble making mortgage payments as a result. 
But that is only part of the story. A growing body of research shows that foreclosure itself 
harms the health of families and communities. In our 2008 survey of 250 people undergoing 
foreclosure in the Philadelphia area, 32 percent reported missing doctor's appointments and 
48 percent said they let prescriptions go unfilled, significantly higher rates than others in their 
community. A paper released last month by the National Bureau of Economic Research found 
that people living in high-foreclosure areas in New Jersey, Arizona, California and Florida 
were significantly more likely than those in less hard-hit neighborhoods to be hospitalized for 
conditions like diabetes, high blood pressure and heart failure. 
More than one-third of homeowners in our study had symptoms of major depression. The 
N.B.E.R. study found significantly more suicide attempts in high-foreclosure neighborhoods. 
For every 100 foreclosures, it found a 12 percent increase in anxiety-related emergency-room 
visits and hospitalizations by adults under 50. Losing a home disrupts social ties to neighbors, 
schools, jobs and health care providers - ties that under better circumstances promote good 
health. Neighborhoods suffer, not just homeowners. 
Most programs to stem the tide of foreclosures rely on mortgage counselors at nonprofit 
groups supported by federal grants, who work closely with homeowners and banks to try to 
find a financial resolution. 
These counselors have become, of necessity, crisis counselors - in a national survey of 395 
mortgage counselors we conducted in January, 37 percent said they had work~,d .. wit):i at least 
Ex/J/Jd· ,JI /'4.,y e... I c·F 2. 
www.nytimes.com/2011/10/03/opinion/foreclosures-are-killing-us.html?_r=O&pagewanted=print 1/2 
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one homeowner in the past mouch who was considering suicide - uut they need to be trained 
to quickly and efficiently screen for illnesses like depression. In fact, health care should be 
part of a comprehensive approach to foreclosure prevention; for example, mental health 
caseworkers should be embedded in mortgage counseling agencies. 
Screening and treatment may actually help some families keep their homes. Studies of 
unemployed people have shown that treating depression can improve the chances of landing a 
new job. Such treatment might also help homeowners undertake the daunting documentation 
and financial planning that foreclosure prevention programs demand. 
In a time of fiscal strain and rising need, where will the money come from? For one thing, the 
settlement negotiations with the financial services industry over mortgage fraud and abuse 
should include money for health care. Millions of Americans are locked into mortgages they 
can't afford. If we can't help them stay in their homes, the least we can do is help them stay 
alive. 
Craig E. Pollack is an assistant professor of internal medicine at Johns Hopkins. Julia F. Lynch is 
an associate professor of political science at the University of Pennsylvania. 
www.nytimes.com/2011/10/03/opinion/foreclosures-are-killing-us.html?_r=O&pagewanted=print 2/2 
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The foreclosure crisis' other toll: Emotional stress 
Uncertainty about the fate of their home translates to continuing mental anguish for many 
owners. 
By Bruce Kennedl(Apr 15, 2013 8:28AM 
snare 55 TwNt ·:31: ~-0 
Very mixed news last week forthe financially slruggling 
American homeowner. RealtyTrac, an online marketplace 
for foreclosure properties and real estate data, said 
overall U.S. foreclosure filings dropped 1% last month 
compared to February, but that was down 23% from 
March of 2012. 
According to the report 34 states showed annual 
decreases in U.S. bank rapossessions in March: Altha 
same time, however, some states saw foreclosure rates 
swing up sharply last month, including Arkansas (up 
121% annually), Maryland (up 114%), Washington (up 
88%), Pennsylvania (up 41 %) and Ohio (up 39%). 
"Although the overall national foreclosure trend continues 
to head lower, late-blooming foreclosures are bolting 
higher in some local markets where aggressive 
foreclosure prevention efforts in previous years are 
wearing oif." Daren Blomquist. vice president at RealtyTrac, said in a oress statement 
Blomquist also warned that. while such efforts in many states have increased the average time needed to foreclose, 
those delays could also lead to anolher"outbreak'' of foreclosures in the near future. 
While analysts puzzle over whether the nation's real estate sedor is on the rebound. many homeowners are still 
dealing with the emotional toll brought on by a foreclosure crisis. The New York Times reports that between 2007 
and early 2012. about 4 million Americans were in foreclosure. And an AARP study released last year found the 
foreclosure rate for people over age 75 jumped eightfold between 2007 and 2011. 
"It is well established that adverse economics has a profound impact on mental health." said Dr. Ken Duckworth, 
medical directorforthe National Alliance on Mental Illness (NAMI) in an email lo MSN Money. "There has been a 
dramatic rise in suicides in Greece during their economic crisis. and so this not only a U.S. phenomenon of 
increased mental health vulnerability during economic distress." 
Homeownership is a big part of the American dream, says Duckworth, and distress over foreclosure can be 
particularly hard-hitting for Americans, promoting what he calls "a sense offeeling trapped for some people who are 
underwater on their homes." He added that the "loss of one's dream home has great potential to generate shame 
and humiliation. which raises risks of depression. substance abuse and bad outcomes." 
One such apparent "bad outcome" was last week's deadly incident jn suburban Atlanta when a man whose home 
was in foreclosure took several firemen hostage and demanded his utilities be tu med back on. That suspect was 
eventually killed by police. 
Which leads to another fact: 1/Vhile economic hard times may prompt many people to defer costly medical 
procedures and other services. Duckworth says the demand for mental health and substance abuse services 
increases during a recession. But budgets for mental health services also take a hit during financial downturns. 
As a 2011 NAMI report noted: "With demand for public mental health services extremely high, especially at a time of 
severe economic distress. the crisis in mental health care continues. The impacts are felt throughout society as 
people go without the treatment they need." 
More on moneyNOW 
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[BRIEFING.COM] Some disappointing action for the 
bulls thus far as the stock market has been unable to 
maintain any upside momentum. Following yesterday's 
significant losses. the lack of a concerted rebound effort 
today is likely feeding into concerns that the stock 
market is in the midst of a larger degree price 
correction than what participants have grown 
accustomed to seeing the past few years. 
Hard-hitting selling efforts targeted the biotech and 
high-beta momentum stocks ... More 






Nothing is triggering this market drop 
That's the weird thing about this week. Usually there's 
an epic 'story associated wtth a sell-off of this 
magnitude. 
10 signs that a bear is stalking !he market 
IPOs come to a screeching hali 
Amazon's drone plans biggerthan imaained 
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CFPB Takes Action Against PHH 
Corporation for Mortgage Insurance 
Kickbacks 
WASHINGTON, D.C. - Today, the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (CFPB) 
initiated an administrative proceeding against PHH Corporation and its affiliates 
(PHH), alleging PHH harmed consumers through a mortgage insurance kickback 
scheme that started as early as 1995. The CFPB is seeking a civil fine, a permanent 
injunction to prevent future violations, and victim restitution. 
The filing is against New Jersey-based PHH Corporation and its residential mortgage 
origination subsidiaries, PHH Mortgage Corporation and PHH Home Loans LLC, and 
PHH's wholly-owned subsidiaries,Atrium Insurance Corporation and Atrium 
Reinsurance Corporation. 
Mortgage insurance is typically required on loans when homeowners borrow more 
than Bo percent of the value of their home. It protects the lender against the risk of 
default. Generally, the lender, not the borrower, selects the mortgage insurer. The 
borrower pays the insurance premium every month in addition to the mortgage 
payment. While mortgage insurance can help borrowers get a loan when they cannot 
make a 20 percent down payment, it also adds to the cost of monthly payments for 
borrowers who have little equity in their homes. 
Mortgage insurance can be harmful when illegal kickbacks inflate its cost. Increasing 
the burden on borrowers who already have little equity increases the risk that they 
v.ill default on their mortgages. The Real Estate Settlements Procedures Act (RESP A) 
protects consumers by banning kickbacks that tend to unnecessarily increase the cost 
of mortgage settlement services. RESP A also helps promote a level playing field by 
ensuring companies compete for business on fair and transparent terms. 
A CFPB investigation showed that when PHH originated mortgages, it referred 
consumers to mortgage insurers with which it partnered. In exchange for this referral, 
these insurers purchased "reinsurance" from PHH's subsidiaries. Reinsurance is 
supposed to transfer risk to help mortgage insurers cover their mvn risk of 
unexpectedly high losses. According to today's Notice of Charges, PHH took the 
reinsurance fees as kickbacks, in violation of RESP A. The CFPB alleges that because of 
PHH's scheme, consumers ended up paying more in mortgage insurance premiums. 
Enforcement Action 
Today's Notice alleges that PHH used mortgage reinsurance arrangements to solicit 
and collect illegal kickback payments and unearned fees - through its affiliates Atrium 
Insurance Corporation and Atrium Reinsurance Corporation - in exchange for the 
referral of private mortgage insurance business. The Bureau believes that from the 
start of the arrangements, and continuing into at least 2009, PHH manipulated its 
allocation of mortgage insurance business to maximize kickback reinsurance payments 
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for itself. PHH Corporation and its affiliates specifically accused of: L _.elle Person 
e Kickbacks: Over the approximately 15-year scheme, the CFPB alleges that PHH 
set up a system whereby it received as much as 40 percent of the premiums that 
consumers paid to mortgage insurers, collecting hundreds of millions of dollars 
in kickbacks; 
• Overcharging Loans: In some cases, PHH charged more money for loans to 
consumers who did not buy mortgage insurance from one of its kickback 
partners. In general, they charged these consumers additional percentage points 
on their loans; and 
8 Creating Higher-Priced Insurance: PHH pressured mortgage insurers to 
"purchase" its reinsurance with the understanding or agreement that the 
insurers would then receive borrower referrals from PHH. PHH continued to 
steer business to its mortgage insurance partners even when it knew the prices 
its partners charged were higher than competitors' prices. 
A Notice of Charges initiates proceedings in an ·. : • ,, and is similar to 
a complaint filed in federal court. This case will be tried by an Administrative Law 
Judge from the Bureau's Office of Administrative Adjudication, an independent 
adjudicatory office within the Bureau. The Administrative Law Judge will hold 
hearings and make a recommended decision regarding the charges, which may be 
appealed to the Director of the CFPB for a final decision. 
The Bureau's administrative proceedings are similar to the administrative proceedings 
of other federal regulators, including the Securities and Exchange Commission, the 
Federal Trade Commission, and prudential regulators like the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency and the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
The Office ofinspector General at the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) initiated the investigation of PHH's reinsurance practices, and in 
July 2011, HUD's authority over the investigation transferred to the CFPB. Since then, 
HUD has given the Bureau valuable assistance in this matter. 
This administrative proceeding follows the Bureau's settlements in 2013 with five 
mortgage insurers who participated in similar schemes. 
The Notice of Charges is not a finding or ruling that the defendants have actually 
violated the law. The Bureau's Rules of Practice for Adjudication Proceedings provide 
that the CFPB may publish the actual Notice of Charges ten days after the company is 
served. If allowed by the hearing officer, the charges will be available on the CFPB 
website after Feb. 12, 2014. 
The Consumer Financial Protection Bureau is a 21st century agency that helps 
consumer finance markets work by making rules more effective, by consistently and 
fairly enforcing those rules, and by empowering consumers to take more control over 
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Acting Attorney General Announces $6.25 Million 
Settlement Resolving Consumer Fraud Act Allegations 
Against PHH Mortgage 
View Settlement Agreement 
TRENTON - Acting Attorney General John J. Hoffman and Division of Law Director 
Christopher S. Porrino announced today that the State has entered into a $6.25 million 
settlement with PHH Mortgage Corporation that resolves allegations the company misled 
financially struggling homeowners who sought loan modifications or other help to avoid 
mortgage delinquency or foreclosure. 
The settlement announced today includes $3.61 million in restitution for approximately 
2,000 borrowers nationwide whose loans are serviced by PHH. For example, 44 
borrowers whose homes were sold in sheriff's sales while loan modifications were 
pending will receive $10,000 each. Payments to consumers will be made within 30 days 
of the settlement's effective date. The remaining $2.64 million will be paid to the State. 
PHH will also adopt nationwide servicing standards set forth in the Consent Judgment. 
PHH is the nation's ninth-largest residential mortgage servicer, and the fourth largest 
non-bank residential mortgage servicer. Under terms of its settlement with the State, the 
company admits no wrongdoing or liability. 
The State began its investigation into PHH in 2011, in response to borrower complaints. 
PHH cooperated in the State's investigation. 
"This settlement provides relief to a large number of individual consumers who were 
subjected to unacceptable mortgage servicing practices. It also ensures appropriate 
reforms in PHH's mortgage-servicing operations," said Acting Attorney General 
Hoffman. 
Said Christopher S. Perrino, Director of the Division of Law, "As a result ofan extensive 
investigation, the Division of Law and the Division of Consumer Affairs identified and, 
by this settlement, remedied questionable mortgage servicing practices that were 
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State of New Jersey 
impacting borrowers, many of whom were already down on their luck. This settlement 
will provide relief not only to borrowers in New Jersey, but across the country." 
The State's investigation raised a number of concerns about potential violations of the 
New Jersey Consumer Fraud Act including: inaccurate statements about the time it would 
take to process loan modification requests; inaccurate statements to consumers about 
foreclosure proceedings and assessments of improper late fees and other fees. 
As part of the settlement, PHH for two years will provide the State with detailed 
information, on a quarterly basis, about its activities related to, among other things, 
mortgage modifications, foreclosure actions, and the resolution of borrower calls to 
PHH's loss mitigation department. 
From the Division ofLaw's Affirmative Civil Enforcement Practice Group, Assistant 
Attorneys General Kevin Jespersen and Brian McDonough, Deputy Attorney General 
Janine M. Matton, Special Deputy Attorneys General Nicholas Dolinsky and Steven 
Scutti and former Deputy Attorney General Lisa Kutlin represented the State. The 
investigation was handled by Supervising Investigator Jennifer Micco and Investigator 
Joseph lasso from the Division of Consumer Affairs' Office of Consumer Protection. 
Consumers who believe they may be entitled to restitution should call the Division of 
Consumer Affairs at 973-504-6335. 
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'Huge' Number of Lawyers Accused In Civil and Criminal Mortgage-Related 
Fraud Cases 
Posted Sep 20, 2012 9:18 AM CDT 
By Martha Neil 
There is a disturbing trend among the proliferation of mortgage-fraud prosecutions and civil cases that followed the 
meltdown of the real estate market in recent years. 
Many of the defendants are lawyers, reports the Wall Street Journal (sub. req.). 
Joseph Dunn, who serves as executive director of the State Bar of California, calls the involvement of lawyers in 
perpetrating mortgage-related scams a "huge" problem. Since 2009, the group has gotten over 11,000 mortgage-relatec 
complaints about attorneys. Over 100 California lawyers have been disciplined and another 200 or so are either facing 
legal ethics charges or being investigated. 
Senior counsel Yolanda McGill of the Lawyers' Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, in Washington, D.C., says a 
national database of 25,000 complaints about suspected mortgage-related fraud includes more than 6,000 complaints 
against attorneys and law firms. 
An attorney is a key participant in a mortgage scheme, says Craig Howland, chief of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's financial institutions fraud unit That's because being able to point to a lawyer, who is sworn to uphold the 
law, "adds legitimacy'' to the scam and thus can help ensnare potential victims. Howland says there are a number of 
pending FBI probes concerning lawyers. 
As previous ABAJournal.corn posts detail, numerous fairly low-profile lawyers who closed real estate transactions 
involving mortgage fraud have already been held criminally accountable. That apparently may be due, at least in part, tc 
the relative ease of proving mortgage-related fraud through inaccurate closing documents for real estate sales and 
misstatements made about the disbursements of funds at closing. 
Meanwhile, as many observers have commented in news reports, high-level defendants in major cases involving the 
mortgage meltdown are few and far between, despite widespread real estate-related fraud and an explosion of so-callee 
robo-signing of mortgage foreclosure documents filed by plaintiff lenders in recent years. 
A number of attorneys also have been held accountable, through attorney disciplinary cases and civil suits, for operatin~ 
foreclosure-rescue businesses that reportedly obtain hefty up-front payments from owners trying to save their homes, 
but offer little in return. 
Current and former lawyers who made headlines over criminal charges, convictions and/or sentences within the past 
year include two who got prison terms of six and nine years in federal court in Chicago this summer; a New York attorne 
who operated a title company and was criminally convicted and disbarred over his role in a real estate developer's $92 
million mortgage fraud (a New York real estate closing attorney also lost his law license over the same developer's frauc 
although the lawyer apparently didn't have any knowledge of the scheme); and a Connecticut lawyer who is also a rabbi 
who took a plea in a false-statement case for incorrectly reporting how funds would be disbursed at closing, in a case 
related to a disbarred attornev's more extensive mortgage fraud. Two more New York closing attorneys were convicted 
at trial in July, but say they did nothing wrong and plan to appeal. 
A New Jersey lawyer earlier this month got seven years and was ordered to cough up nearly $200,000 in a case in 
which his counsel says he was paid only his legal fee. And two Florida attorneys who worked for a law firm that closed 
condominium sales took a plea in a straw-buyer case and could get as much as five years when they are sentenced. 
A Florida closing lawyer nearing retirement age who took a plea in a mortgage-related money-laundering conspiracy 
case told the ABAJoumal last year that she hoped to avoid prison due to her extensive cooperation with federal 
authorities and efforts to combat mortgage fraud. 
http://www.abajournal.com/news/article/huge_number_of_lawy ... l 
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"I've tried to do the right thing .... I have cooperated with them, and I regret the decisions, and I wish that I had never 
stepped into this area,0 she said. "But it did. It happened. Unfortunately." 
A federal judge reduced her sentence substantially from the six-and-a-half years that guidelines suggested. But she still 
got over two years. 
"In my judgment, when you commit a multi-million-dollar fraud even in an otherwise law-abiding life, you can't just say 
'I'm sorry' and everything is forgiven," the judge said. 
Copyright 2014 American Bar Association. All rights reserved. 
http://www.abajournal.com/news/article/huge_number_of_lawy ... 2 
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Toe 1rial scheduled to begin February 25111• 2013 has been vaeated! Prior to trial the Court was asked to reinstate O'Ur counterclaims and to diamiss the foreclosure action based on improper pleadings, improper service, and deficient/fraudulent documents. While the Court holds tb.a.t PHH and its foreclosure action deserves its day in court despite unfavorable law and facts the Cowt holds that it will not reinstate the Nickersons counterclaims despite law to the contrary and grotesque amounts of deunages being suffered by the Nickersons. An appeal has been filed and 
amended counterclaims will be pursued. It appears that the level of fraud and cover up is not limited to Chase and PHH!!!! Other ~ntities engaged facilitated and profited in this ftauciulent activity. A federal case is in the process of being filed. Federal regulatory compltints have bean rlled and a federal investigation in wideiway. We will post more on these entities and their activities soon so stay posted. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECO~D JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TBE STATE 
OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
8 PHH MORTGAGE, Case No.: CV 2011-2& 
9 Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, MOTION TO DISALLOW 
























CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC: WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thru X 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Thi.rd Part •-Defendants. 
COMES NOW, De:endants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, request fae court to deny the 
award of attorney fees to the Plrunti:::f in accordance with I.R.C.P. 54{d)(6) and 54{e)(6). The 
Plaintiff has prosecuted their Complaint in bad faith and Just Law has de:rr.onstrated bad faith on 
their Item Actual Revenue Detail (Affidavit of Counsel in Suppo,-t of Motion for Costs and Fees, 
Exhibit A), and therefore, according to I.R.C .P. 54(d)(l) the court sbould disallow costs and fees . 
Black's Law Dictionary defmes Bad Faith as, "The cpposite of 'good fruth,' gene.rally 
implying or involving actual or constructive fraud, or design to m::.slead or dece£ve another, or 
neglec: or refusal to fulfill some duty or some contractual obligation, not prompted by an honest 
mistake as to one's rights or duties, bm by some interested or sinister motive." 
I. Bad Faith 
A. PHH has acted in bad faith by prosecuting tlus Complrunt when they knew th_ey were not ! 
the Note Holder, and therefore, had no right or cause of ac:ion (AJJidavit of Charles Nickerson in : 
Supporr of Motions ta Reconsuier, Exhibit I). PHH acted in bad faith by alleging a default but j 
MotLon i::o Disallow Coses and Fees 
Page I of 10 
/ 
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not working with or for the Nickersons in good faith to resolve 1he disputed alleged default. PHH 
never provided any proof of the alleged default amount. In fact, PHH claimed they did not have 
the account records. Even after the Nickersons provided irrefutable proof disputing the default, 
?HH did not attempt to work with the )J"ickersons.. Instead, PHH pushed forward with 1his 
fraudulent action vio]ating laws, codes, statutes, and acts that govern such transactions as 
expo1.mded in the Nickersons pleadings and other filings. PHH and th.eir attorneys of record have 
continual]y acted in bad faith during all proceedings prior to and during this lawsuit by 
preventing the Nickersons from performance; inaccurate record keeping; breaching the covenant 
of good faith and fair dealing; submitthg fraudulent and forged assignments, docmnents, filings 
and other evidence; acting with W1clean hands; intentionally, maliciously, recklessly and 
outrageously c.ausing damages, injuries and. losses to the Nickersons; harassing, annoying and 
oppressing the Nickersons, their credit, their creditors, their assets, and established way of life; 
forcing wrongful foreclosure proceedings without cause or foundation~ breaching duty of care; I\ 
facilitating the trespass of the Nickerson's property; seeking to enforce an inequitable agreement; 
violating FDCPA.; oommltting general, ordjnary, wanton, willful, concurrent, comparative, I 
culJJable, gross, and subsequent negligence; committing negligence per se and negligence in Jaw; I 
recording knmvn to them illegally crafted an unenforceable instruments; perpetrating fraud and 
18 providing lies and misrepresentations to support their cause and actions to the Nickersons, the 
19 1 Court and the world at large. For more such proofs of bad faith, see the Nickersons newly 
20 Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint. Therefore, PHH's bad faith and 
21 failure to raise a material issue of fact bars any award of attorney fees and costs. 
22 B. Just Law acted in bad faith when Bradon Howell and Jason Rammell of Just Law, 
2.3 knowing the alleged default was in dispute and proven inaccurate, no proper notices of debt or 
24 default were provided, the entire case origination and all foondation was and is devised in frau~ 
25 and PHH obdurately refused to work with the ::,,Jickersons., told the Nickersons Just Law was 
26- i going to foreclose, no matter what. As a result of Just Law acting in bad fruth, Just L-aw and their 
27 attorneys violated 1) LC.§ 3-201 Duties of Attorneys, 2) the Idaho Lawyer's Oath, 3) the Idaho 
28. Rules of ProfessionaJ Conduct - 1.2( d), 3.1, 3.3(a), 5.1, and 8.4, 4) the U.S. and Idaho 
29 Constit.1tions, and 5} at a minimum, the following codes, laws and statutes a) 15 U .S.C. § 
30 l692g(a) Notice of Debt; b) 15 U.S.C. §§ L692b(6) and :692c(b) Communicating Vvithanyone 
3 J other tban the debtor or their attorney; c) 15 U.S.C. §§ 1692e(2)(A) and 1692e{8) Making false 
32 or misleading representations; d) 15 U.S.C. § l 692f(6)(C) Unfair practices; e) 12 C.F.R. § 
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1024.34 Erro:r resolution; t) 12 C.F.R. § 1024.38 Record keeping; g) 12 U.S.C. 2605e(2)(B) 
2 Jnvest1gate and research disputed debt; and h) numerous Idaho Codes-1.C. ~§ 18-1701, 18-
p.4 
p.3 
J 2601, 1 &--3203, and l 8-5408. More details regarding the above codes, duties, laws, oaths, rules, 
4 and statues, and how Jus1 Law and PHH have violated them, see the Nickerson's newly 
5 Amended Answer, Counterclaim and Third Party Complaint. 
6 C. Just Law has acted in bad faith regarding costs and fees by not providing accurate 
7 account records. The Nickerscms have identified numerous discrepancies and 1rregularities 
g within Just Law's submitted account records. The list detailed below is not exhaustive because 
9 the Nickersons do not have access to Mr. Mitchell's files nor do they have a compfote copy of 
10 the record. The list detailed below is just a quick review of those items that are the most glaring. 
11 1. In the Plaintiff's Memorandum of Attorney Costs and Fees, Kipp Manwaring lists 
12 $1&3.00 for Personal Service on the Defendants. The Nickersons were not :personally 
13 served and this fee must be disallo .. \'ed. 
14 2. In the Plaintiff's Memorandum of Attorney Costs and Fees, Kipp Manwaring lists 
15 $1613.00 for Travel Expeo:ses for Summary Judgment and trial. There has been no 
16 trial, and both summary judgmeoi hearings have been held telephonically. and this fe 
17 must be disallowed. 
18 3. The date in the head.ing of the Item Actual Revenue Detail presented shows 
19 September 30, 1997, through April 30, 2014, which in conjunction with the other 
20 errors detailed below, indic-ates fraudulent and very poor accounting practi~s. The 
21 first entry is dated 1/06/1 l and the date and time stamp on the top left of the report 
22 .indicate the report was pulled at 5:] 1 PM on 04/17i(4_ The accoWlt record heading 
23 should show from l /06/11 to 4/ 17/14 if Just Law was at all con~emed .about 
24 presenting a true and accurate account history. 
2:S 4 On 2/04/11, J. R.an:unell had several tclcpbone conferences ,'Yith Attorney !\files 
26 · regarding property boundaries. J. Rammell's charges relating to Attorney Miles are 
27 very rele,,ant to proving bad faith because Mr. Miles is nejther a surveyor :r:or owner 
28 of the Nickersou's property and could not have provided any authoritative input, 
29 personal knowledge or admissible evidence regarding property boundaries. Mr. ~tiles 
30 has no personal knowledge and can establish no recognition of particular facts by 
31 direct experience or observation of the Nickerson•s property boundaries. Further, the 
32 property boundaries in regards to a forecloswe action are based on the legal 
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description of the exact property as recmded in th.e county records. 1'-o la-wful motive 
or justification exists to warrant Just Law's fees for reseru-cb.ing property boundaries 
in the first place, particularly with a former attorney when current counsel was 
representing the Nickersons in this action. Therefore, any fees associated .vith 
Attorney Miles must be disallowed and removed. 
5. On 5/26/11, J. Rammell had a telephone conference with Knowlton & Miles 
regarding the Nickersons address. Again, bad faith is implicated when J. Ramm.ell 
bad the Nickersons address, more importantly, had fu.e Nickersons' counsel's contact 
information, bad pr-eviously contacted the Nickersons and their counsel using their 
contact info, and therefore, rte time spent on this is aor. leglti.ma1e or allowable. 
6. On 02/09/12, J. Rammell has an entry, ;'Review file and prepare for 1/6 hearing. 
Review Motion ... How can you review for a bearing that occurred a month in 1he 
past? 
7. On 02/09112, J. Rammell has an entry, "Telephone Conference with Attorney 
Mitchell; Schedule 1/12 Conference." How can youhave a conference to schedule a 
hearing for one month in the past? 
8. On 4/l 0/12, J. Rammell's total time :is 10.5 hours for that date and be has a--i entry 
regarding emails. "RE: Confirmation of3/23 Conference." How can time be spent 
confimring a conference that has already occurred? 
9. Several entries are out of order by date. Entries dated 09/07/12 and l l/05il2 come 
before the entry dated 0&/24/12. 
10. On 08/21112, 09/07!'12. and I l/05!12 there are entries for K. Manwaring meeting wi 
Kipp. The Nickersons contend K. Manwaring cannot and should not bill for ti.me to 
meet with hlmself. lt is not the Nickersous obligation to pay for Mr. Manv,raring's 
":me time." Perhaps, K. Manwaring should be seeking treatment for having to meet 
with himself in the first place. With all due respect, isn't having n-vo of oneself called 
schizophrenia? 
11. On 10/12/12, K. Manwaring has anentryforreview ofdepos1tions but his entry for 
tbe depositions has a date cf l 0/15/12. The depositions were not taker. on that date. 
12. On 10115/12, K. Manwaring has several entries regarding the depositions- depositio 
prep, travel to and from Lewiston, deposition hours, etc. The total hours reported for 
that date is 31.60. There are only 24 hours in a day. In addition, the Kickersons did 
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not attend depositions and none of these activ.ities occurred on 10/15/12. The 
p.6 
p.5 
2 Nickersons assert the depositions presented do not accurately reBect or resemble any 
3 tesdmony provided and ha,·e not been verified as required by law. Further, any fees 
4 associated with rhe depositions should be disallo\1\/ed and sanctions should be 
5 imposed due to the extreme and malicious abuse of the depositions and deposition 
6 process. 
7 13. On 12/05/12, K. Manwaring bas an entry "Hearing on Summary Judgment." The 
S summary judgment hearing occurred in November and the Court filed the orders 
9 regarding summary judgment on November 16, 2{) 12. K. Manwaring could not have 
10 attended a summary judgment hearing on L2/05/] 2 because there "'•as not a hearing 
L1 on th.at date. 
12 14. On 03/15/13. K. Manwaring has two entries for trial preparation when the trial 
13 scheduled several weeks previ.ously, for the end of February, bad already been 
14 vacated. 
15 l S. On 03/15113, K. Manwaring mentions Trial preparation, a Letter to Sheriff and 
16 telephone conference with clerk. The Nickersons case had nothing to do with the 
17 Sheriff and the trial was vacated in February. 
18 16. On 12/30/13, K. Manwaring has an entry stating "Review QWR Draft:" PHH's QWR 
19 response is dated J 2/24/13 which is a week prior to when K. Manwaring claims 10 
20 have reviewed the draft. 
21 17. On 02/20/14, K. Manwaring has several entries regarding the bearing on summary 
22 judgment, however, the hearing on summary judgment occurred 9 days prior on 
23 02/11/14. 
24 I 8. The last entry on the account record is dated 04/18/14, however, as mentioned -in 
2.5 nmnber 1 above the time and date on the to::, Left of the document shows 5; 11 PM -0n 
26 4/17/14. Someone predated account activjty, allegedly attempting to unethically 
27 inflate times and costs. 
28 As a resuh of the above problerr_s, an.cl in order for justice to be served, none of the costs and 
29 fees should be allowed. 
3 o D. Just Law must provide more detailed and itemL.red information regarding the costs they 
31 are claiming. For example, there are travel expenses for date 02/11/13 in the amount of$:516.80. 
32 What are those travel expenses regacding? In addition,. they are billing travel expenses in the 
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amount of$1094.30 on 10/15/12. What is the detailed breakdown of those expenses? No 
p.7 
p.6 
2 traveling regarding this case should have taken place on that day. Furthennore, K. ::Vfanv,raring is 
3 charging 14 hours of travel time on 10115/12. The Nickersons contend K. Manwaring did not 
4 spend 14 hours traveling to and from Lewiston on a single day; it is not appropriate or ethical for 
5 an attorney to bill hls full hourly trial rate, for travel time; an<i since Mr. Manwaring is n<>t a 
6 \.vi.tness, nor pro"ided any v.-itnesses, no travel time or expenses should be reimbursed. 
7 "Additionally, the district court deducted travel fees claimed by the attome,·s by reasoning that a 
8 defendant in a lawsuit should not be required to pay '.:he travel costs of la~yers living outside the 
9 area ... This Court finds that the trial court did not abuse its discretion ... " Smith v. Miuon, 140 
LO Idaho 893, 104 P.3d 367 (2004). Mr. Manwaring chose to represent his client in a Clearwater 
11 County case and the depositions were specifically held in Nez Perce County to accommodate 
L2 opposing counsel's requests. The burden of e..'<pense is his and his clients. Since MT. Manwaring 
!3 did not produce any of the discovery promised and stipulated, did not provide the witnesses to be 
14 deposed as promised and stipulated, and did not show good faith in the deposition process, Mr. 
15 Manwaring should incur all costs of his ov.rn legal trickery and abuse of the deposition process. 
16 The Nickersons traveled cross country to the depositions in good faith, and opposing counsel 
17 broke every agreement made regarding depositions. No reimbursement for travel OT time dealing 
18 \vith the depositions is justified or appropriate. Opposing counsel should be- sanctioned and the ! 
l9 Kickersons should be reimbursed for their time and efforts. 
20 E. The :,..Jickersons contend the hourly rate charged does not reasonably compare with the 
21 prevailing market rates in the relevant community of Clearwater County. 
22 F. As a matter of necessity, the Nickersons again request Just Law provide 1) a copy of the 
23 agreement they have with PHH regarding costs and fees; 2) a copy of the invoices. bms, receipts 
24 or proof of payments made by PHH; 3) a Proof of Authority from PHH granting Just Law the 
25 authority to represent them in this action; and 4) a disclosure statement from PHH that identifies 
26 any parent corporation, any publicly held corporation holding lOo/o or more of its stock, or state 
27 that there is no corporation. Bradon Howell of Just Law told the Nickersons that Just Law 
28 worked on a flat fee basis with PHH not an hourly basis. Brandon Howell stated the Nickersons 
29 loan "vas received with a batch of loans and Just Law would be paid a fee when the foreclosure 
30 was complete. This arrangement was the justification presented to the Nickersons for Just Law 
31 going forward with a non-judicial versus a judicial wben they knew it~ illegal. Regarding 
32 rusclosure the Nickersons assert per F.R..C.P. Rule 7.1. Disclosure Sta:ement and LRC.P. 3(b) 
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Designation of Party, they have a right to know who has been and who is driving thls foreclosure 
2 action and malicious assault on their persons, property, identity, established way oflife and 
3 wealth. 
4 G. Just Law has misrepresented the facts and shown no regard for the truth in their method 
5 of record keeping and reporting, and therefore, there is doubt as to the legitimacy of their entire 
o account record. This is not at all unlike PHB's o:r Chase's accountin;g, and apparently, is business 
7 as usua1 for Chase, PHH and Just Law. Therefore, Just Law should not receive any costs or fees. 
s H. Just Law should be categorically denied any fees or costs for depositions. Pl-U-I and Just 
9 Law 'vVithheld evidence, fai.led to produce witness.es, violated stipulated agreements and forced 
IO the depositions of the Nickersons. PHH intentionally and maliciously did not provide answers to 
1 l the Nkkersons discovery requests as stipulated until after the Nickersons depositions were 
12 completed so that 'the Nickersons could not reference tr:ose documents during the depositions 
13 and prove PHH was wrongfully foreclosing. PHH promised 'to have their witnesse:; available at 
14 the depositions for the Nick.ersons to depose them as well. The Nickersons traveled from out of 
1 s state to be deposed and 6en the witr.1esses were not there. PHH stipulated to asking questions 
J 6 directly related to the proceedings because of their debt coilector status and the fact they are 
: 7 trying to collect a debt,. so information gathered could not be used to further harass and oppress 
J 8 the Nickersons. In addition,. during the depositions, K.ipp Manwaring acted very abusive and 
19 tried to intimidate the Nickersons in violation of civil procedure. Mr. Manwaring especially tri.ed 
20 to intimidate and antagonize Donna Nickerson during her deposition by displaying an extremely 
21 dramatized joker face, wearing his white hair in an unkempt ruffled manner, unlike his apparent 
22 normal style, presumably to Jook like some<)ne else, staring intensely at her in an intrusive way, 
23 and continuing to push her to answer questions that we>uld not lead to admissible evidence. Mrs. 
24 Nickerson and Mr. Mitchell repea:tedly asked him to ask relevant questions. Mr. Manwaring was 
2:5 also very disruptive during Chase's questioning. When one oft..',_e Nickersons said no or would 
26 dedine to answer an irrelevant question, he would dramatically shake his head yes, mouth you 
27 have to, and make other antagonizing and intimidatiug statements. Mr. Manwaring's behavior 
2'6 was out ofline, immature and unprofessional. .:ohn Mitchell said Mr. Manwaring was an 
29 .. asshole", and tbat he did not understand what Mr. Manwaring was up 1o and that Mr. 
30 Manwaring was not trying to hear the Nickerscns story, secure any admissible evidence or work 
31 with the Nickersons in any way- so he was going to stop the depositions. Once John Mitchell 
32 stopped. the depositions, Mr. Manwaring arrogantly and in an intimidating way told the 
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NickeTSOns they did not have a case and PHH and Just Law were going to take the property. At 
2 tbis point, it was cle:::..r to the Nickersons that Mr. Manwaring was personally and intentionall)' 
3 driving this case in an effort to cause as much harm to 1he Nickersans as possible. In addition, 
4 }vlr. Manwaring, in violation of Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure - 3 0( e ), 3 O(f)(3) and 32( dX 4) -
s submitted the depositions as a part of PHH's motion for summary judgment. Specifically, he did 
6 not allow the Nickersons the opportwrity to review or challenge the depositions, vduch the 
7 N ickersons were told by their counsel were of no effect because of all of the circumstances 
8 surrounding them, for authenticity, changes to and signing; did not file a not£ce with the Court 
9 that the depositions were complete and delivered to the appropriate parties; and the copy 
10 provided by Chase is not even signed by the transcriber. Mr. Manwaring rushed into the 
l l summa.ry judgment process in hopes he coold suppress enough evidence that the Court would 
12 rule in his favor and he could be unjusdy benefited thereby. Chase apparently conspired wim hi 
13 in hopes of ending this action and forever concealing their criminal activities associated with the 
14 l'\1ckerson's account. 
15 II. PHH did not prevail 
16 Just Law is not due any fees or costs associated with their Motion to Take Ji:d.icial Notice 
17 because they did not prevail on that motion. 
18 Ill. PHH not Note Holder 
19 PHH is not entitled to attorney fees because they are not the Note Holder as def toed in 
20 the Note presented, "The Lender or anyone who takes this i\'ote by transfer and who is entitled to 
21 receive payments under this Note is the 'Note Holder."' PHH has ::u::tther taken the Note b:y 
22 transfer nor is PHH in possession of the Note (Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in Support af 
23 Motions io Reconsider, Exhibits 1 and 3 )_ Therefore, PHH is not the Note Holder, PHH is aot 
24 entitled. to attorney fees and judgment m favor of PHH, as a matter of law, must be reversed, and 
25 judgment in favor of the :'.'-ricke.sons granted. 
26 IV. Judicial foretiosure 
27 The Nickersons vehemently disagree with the Courts finding that a Deed of Trust is 
28 simply a Mortgage with a power of sale. According to Idaho Code a..,d foe Idaho Legislature, 
2':f Deeds of Trust and Mortgages are distinctly different. A Deed of Trust is not a Mortgage. 
30 Furthermore, the Nickersons contend that they executed a Mortgage not a Deed of Trust on their 
3 I property and that the docmnent presen1ed by the Plaintiff does not reflect the agreement the 
32 Nickersons executed with Coldwell Banker Mortgage. However. according to the "Promissory 
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Note and Deed of Trust" PHH has presented and relied on in this case, Just Law is not entitJed to 
2 any fees because LC.§ 45-1502(6) states, "The trustee shall not be entitled to a forecfosure fee in 
3 the event of judicial foreclosure ... "' 
4 V. Sanctions 
5 In addition, Just Law and PHH are not due costs and fees, but rather deserve to be 
6 sanctioned for Yiolatiog l.R.C.P. ll(a)(l), engaging in 'frivolous conduct' -LC.§ 12-123 and 
7 for violation of the Idaho Lawyer's Oa1h. PHH's and the Just Law's inability to tell the truth and 
& research the well growided facts has resulted in their purposefu4 reckless, malicioas and 
9 negligent fraud on the Court and the Nickersons and bars an award of any fees and co51s. The 
10 Nickersons have documented over oae hundred (100) discrepa.,cies, contradictions and false· 
11 statements made by the Plaintiff and their attorneys as found in the record. See :>rickerson's 
12 newly filed Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Corr.plaint and Demand for Jury Trial. 
l3 There are at least eleven (11) such instances in the Complaint alone. This evidence of gross 
14 misconduct and deception by PHH and lheir attorneys of record constitutes frivolous conduct 
15 according to LC.§ 12-123(l)(b)(ii) and viole.tes I.RC.P. l l(aXl). "'The signature of an attorney 
16 or party constitutes a certificate that the attorney or party has read the pleading, motion or other 
17 paper; that to the best of the signer's knowledge, information, and belief after reasonable inquiry 
18 it is well grounded in fact and is warranted by existing law or a good faith argument for the 
19 extension, modification, or reversal of exLsting law, and that it is not interposed for any improper 
20 purpose, such as to harass or to cause ur.necessary delay or needless increase in the ccst of 
21 litigation ... If a pleading, motion or other paper is signed in violation of this rule, the court, 
22 upon motion or upon its own initiative, :s:hal: impose upon the pe:-son who signe<l it, a represente 
23 party. or both, an appropriate sanction, which may include an order to pay to the other party or 
24 parties the amount of i:he reasonable expenses incurred because of the filing of the pleading, 
25 motion, or other pap-er, including a reasonable attorney's fee." Since eveT;)'' pleading, motion, 
26 : a..~davit or other papers filed by PHH and their attorneys contains d.iscrepandes, contradictions) 
27 1 fraud, and in some cases embody a criminal act, PHH and Just Law have violated LR.C.P. 
2s I 11(a)(l) and LC. § 12-123, and therefore, the Nickersons request the Cowt to sanction PHH and 
29 I Just Law. 
3D I \t"J. Oosing 
31 In conclusion, PHH and Just Law have committed fraud; criminal acts; civil injustice; 
32 gross misconduct; general, ordinary, wanton, willful, concurrent, comparative, culpable, and 
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gmss negligence; negligence in law; and negligence per se; throughout this entire proceeding an 
do not deserve to be rewarded. PHH's claim was brough.t,. pursued, represented .and defended 
frivolously, recklessly, unreasonably and without foundation. All claims brought and all defenses 
assened by PHH and Just ::..aw are frivolous, fraudulent, based on inadmissible or unlawful 
evidence, and without foundation. \Vherefore, the Nickersons request the Court to 1) sanction 
PHH and Jllilt Law in the amount of $43,697.11 or greater, as the Court deems appropriate, 2) 
vacate judgment in favor of PHH, 3) disrn:iss PHH's complaint with prejudice, 4) reinstate the 
Nickersons counterclaim, 5) allow tbe Nickersons to prosecute their amended cotmterclaim and 
third party complaht, and 6) notify all proper authorities regarding PHH's and Just Law's 
criminal actions. For more on PHH' s, Chase's, Jns1 Law's and their accomplices criminal and 
civil violations see the Nickersons newly Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party 
Comp]aint and Demand for Jury Trial. 
Oral argumen: requested. 
;4-,. 
DA TED this~ day of .M=v , 2014 
(. 
CHARLES NICKERSON 
CERTlFlCATE OF SERVlCE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the J:r4 day of filCQ..~ , 2014, l 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document bye method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp :Manwa.-ing 
J lb"'t Law Off~ce 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West .::Vlain 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
( -) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( -) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Ovemigh1 or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(~)U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
29 1 Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
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NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KN OWL TON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANK, N.A. , and JOHN DOES ) 
I through X, ) 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and 
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 









CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
ORDER DISMISSING MOTION 
TO RECONSIDER 
Mr. and Mrs. Nickerson filed motions to reconsider on April 22, 2014. 
IRCP 11 requires motions to reconsider interlocutory orders be filed within 14 days of the 
filing of the order( s) in question. 
The court's Judgment of April 4, 2014 was a final judgment not an interlocutory order. 
The defendants ' motions to reconsider were not filed timely. 
ORDER DISMISSING MOTIONS-! 
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Therefore, IT IS ORDERED that the defendants' motions to reconsider, filed April 22, 
2014 are dismissed. 
Ordered this t '- day of May, 2014. 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do hereby certify that a copy 
of the foregoing was mailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the (o0: day of 
m0(J , 2o_R_, to: 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, ID 83544 
ORDER DISMISSING MOTIONS-2 
_2(_ U.S. Mail 
_Lu.S.Mail 
1793
SECOND •DICIAL DISTRICT COURT, STATE - " IDAHO 
IN a - :D FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWh_ 'R 
PHH Mortgage 
vs. 
Charles Nickerson, etal. 
150 MICIDGAN A VE 1 ... , L f 0 
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?:11 11 ,. • ,, ..., • 
.! ""'I - i't ~ l . "'"' ' 
Case No: CV-2011-0000028 
!\('.'' r ' ~ ., 
NOTitE OF ~ --
~ BY --. -.DEPUTY 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Motion for Attorney fees and Costs 
Judge: 
Courtroom: 
Tuesday, May 27, 2014 
Michael J Griffin 
District Courtroom 
10:00 AM 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and on file in 
this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on May 6th, 2014. 
KIPP L MANWARING 
P.O. BOX 50271 
381 SHOUP AVENUE, SUITE 210 
IDAHO FALLS ID 83402 
~ Mailed Hand Delivered 
CHARLES AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NEFF ROAD 
OROFINO, ID JON A STENQUIST 
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
FILED 
J 7n 111 I" \' I j r '.1 11 . '): 
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B :._, ¥ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
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PHH Mortgage moves the court for its order continuing the hearing for Attorney Costs 
and Fees currently scheduled for May 27, 2014. This motion is based upon the Affidavit of 
Counsel in Support of PHH' s Motion to Continue. 
Counsel for PHH will not be available on May 27, 2014. PHH has rescheduled the 
hearing to another date convenient to court and counsel. 
PHH requests the court grant permission for counsel to appear telephonically for the 
rescheduled hearing set for Tuesday, June 3, 2104 at 9:45 a.m .. 
DATED this /,2.. day of May 2014. 
~~~ Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Q.Jii day of May 2014 a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino,ldaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss 
County of Bonneville ) 
KIPP MANWARING, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am the attorney for Plaintiff and have personal knowledge of the facts and 
information contained in this affidavit. 
2. Prior to scheduling the hearing on their motions, the Nickersons did not contact 
counsel to confirm availability for a hearing on May 27, 2014. 
3. I have a previously scheduled obligation in the state of Ohio on May 27, 2014 and 
will not be available in the state of Idaho to attend the hearing scheduled for that day. 
4. I have contacted the court clerk and tentatively rescheduled the Court's hearing on 
PHH's Motion for Attorney Costs and Fees to Tuesday, June 3, 2014 at 9:45 a.m. 
5. I request the court grant permission for counsel to appear telephonically for the 
hearing set for for June 3, 2014 and for any subsequent hearing on the Nickersons' motions. 
DATED this /..2... day of May 2014. 
~~~ 
~anwaring~ 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this /}., ~ day of May 2014. 
Affidavit to Continue Hearing - Page 2 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 12 J1 day of May 2014 a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon thb'person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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In accordance with I.R.C.P. 54, PHH Mortgage filed on April 18, 2014 its motion and 
memorandum for fees and costs. On April 17, 2014 the Nickersons were served with the motion 
and memorandum by mail. Although as of the date of this motion counsel for PHH has not 
received any objection from the Nickersons, the Idaho Judicial Repository shows the Nickersons 
filed on May 5, 2014 a motion to disallow costs and fees. 
Under Rule 54(d)(6), the Nickersons had 14 days from the date of service to file an 
objection to PHH's motion and memorandum. 
Rules for service are set forth in I.R.C.P. 5(b). Service of a motion upon a party is 
accomplished by "mailing it to the person's last known address in which event service is 
complete." Rule 5(b)(C). 
Proof of service requires a party to make a certificate of service that shall be attached to 
the document filed with the court and said certificate must indicate the date and manner of 
service and the name and address of the person served. I.R.C.P. 5(f). 
PHH' s motion and memorandum for costs and fees contains the required certificate of 
service showing the Nickersons were served copies by mail at their last known address. 
Under I.R.C.P. 6(a), "the day of the act, event, or default after which the designated 
period of time begins to run is not to be included. The last day of the period so computed is to be 
included, unless it is a Saturday, a Sunday or a legal holiday, in which event the period runs until 
the end of the next day which is neither a Saturday, a Sunday nor a holiday." 
Where service was "complete" upon mailing the motion and memorandum to the 
Nickersons at their last known address on April 17, 2014, the Nickersons had 14 days from that 
date to file their objection. The 14-day time period expired on May 2, 2014. The Nickersons' 
motion to disallow, if construed as an objection, is untimely. 
Rule 54(d)(6) states, "Failure to timely object to the items in the memorandum of costs 
shall constitute a waiver of all objections to the costs claimed." 
Consequently, the Nickersons have waived their objections to PHH's costs and fees. 
PHH is entitled to entry of an amended judgment taxing costs and fees against the Nickersons. 
PHH has prepared a proposed amended judgment for the court's review and entry. PHH 
requests the court enter the amended judgment. 
Motion for Entry of Amnd. Judgment - Page 2 
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Oral argument, if necessary, is reserved. 
DATED this /'?-, day of May 2014. 
~~ Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the .a+L day of May 2014 a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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PHH Mortgage responds in objection and opposition to the Nickersons' motion for leave 
to amend their pleadings. 
The Nickersons rely upon I.R.C.P. 15 as authority for their motion. In addition, the 
Nickersons cite I.R.C.P. 7(b)(3)(C) as authority for allowing them to file their proposed amended 
pleadings within 14 days from the date their motion was filed. 
First, Rule 7(b)(3)(C) is limited to the filing of a brief within 14 days to support the 
motion. That rule does not authorize a party to file a proposed amended pleading 14 days after a 
motion to amend is filed. 
Second, on November 16, 2012 the court entered its memorandum decision and separate 
orders granting PHH's motion for summary judgment on all of the Nickersons' counterclaims. 
Third, final judgment in favor of PHH was entered April 4, 2014. 
Rule 15(a) governs amendment of pleadings. A party seeking to amend under Rule 15(a) 
must file with the motion the proposed amended pleading for the court and counsel to review to 
determine whether it contains new causes of action, valid claims, and if there are available 
defenses preventing the claims. Black Canyon Racquetball Club, Inc. v. Idaho First Nat'! Bank, 
119 Idaho 171, 175, 804 P.2d 900, 904 (1991). 
PHH objects to the Nickersons' motion for their failure to include their proposed 
amended pleading. 
Furthermore, where summary judgment was entered dismissing all of the Nickersons' 
claims and final judgment has now been entered in favor of PHH, there is no basis for the 
Nickersons' motion to amend. There is nothing to amend. 
Finally, the Nickersons' motion to amend is untimely. Seeking to amend a pleading after 
judgment has been entered amounts to nothing more than a futile effort, manifests dilatory action 
by the Nickersons', and will create undue delay in the finality of this action. Additionally, PHH 
will certainly be prejudiced if the Nickersons' are allowed to amend pleadings that have been 
adjudged and dismissed. 
The Idaho Supreme Court has held that a trial court does not abuse its discretion in 
denying a motion to amend where the motion was untimely filed. Taylor v. McNichols, 149 
Idaho 826, 243 P.3d 642 (2010); Hayward v. Valley Vista Care Corp., 136 Idaho 342, 33 P.3d 
816 (2001); Carl H Christensen Family Trust v. Christensen, 133 Idaho 866, 871, 993 P.2d 
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1197, 1202 (1999) (quoting Foman v. Davis, 371 U.S.178, 182, 83 S.Ct. 227, 230, 9 L.Ed.2d 
222, 225 (1962)) . 
The Nickersons' motion to amend must be denied. 
DATED this /{2.., day of May 2014. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the d day of May 2014 a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife~ 
KNOWLTON & MII.,ES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
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COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BAl"\TK, N.A. 
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Case No .: CV 2011-28 
MOTION FOR JUSTICE 
IN CLEAR\VATER COUNTY IDAHO 
22 COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, request the Coun remember 
23 the mission, values, goals and objectives of the Idaho Courts and seek justice in this case. As pro 
24 se litigants, the Nickersons are unclear what procedural motion must be filed in order for this 
25 Court to look at the evidence presented, reconsider judgment and recognize the Nickerson's 
26 amended pleadings and other motions that have been filed . Therefore, this motion is to be 
27 construed as a motion for justice the Court deems necessary, compelling and compulsory to 
28 reconsider its judgment and any interlocutory rulings made prior to and after final judgment was 
29 entered. The Nickersons contend it is a draconian injustice and challenges the integrity and 
30 impartiality of the judiciary to simply ignore the facts and tum a deaf ear and blind eye to the 
31 evidence and crimes that have been committed against the Nickersons, the Court and the world at 
32 large. According to I.R.C.P. l(a) "These rules shall be liberally construed to secure the just, 
Motion for Justice 
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1 speedy and inexpensive determination of every action and proceeding." By completely ignoring 
2 the evidence presented and systematically denying the Nickersons motions and rights to be 
3 heard, this Court is not upholding or working within the full spirit and intent of the rules which is 
4 to secure a just detennination of every action and proceeding. Additionally, in regards to timing, 
5 the Nickersons had 14 days plus 3 days for service by mail to enter their motions. The 
6 Nickersons approached the court during business hours and entered their motions on April 21, 
7 2014, which is within the allotted time period_ However, the motions were not filed by the court 
8 until the following day since received by fax at the end of the day, and thus, the Nickersons 
9 contend their motions were filed timely. Even so, if the Court is determining the Nkkersons 
10 j missed their deadline by one day or many days, it did not and would not prejudice or harm the 






















because the Plaintiff was still given over a month notice to prepare for the hearing_ The 
Nickersons, therefore, request this Court to uphold their motions to reconsider and other motions 
filed based on I.R.C.P. l(a) and the long standing precedents and policy of this State regarding 
liberally construing the rules so that justice may be served. 
"In addressing the effect of noncompliance with procedural statutes and rules, the Court 
in Stonerv. Tumer, 73 Idaho 177,121,247 P.2d 469,471 (1952), said: 
The object of statutes and rules regulating procedure in the courts is to promote the 
administration of justice. Those statutes and rules which fix the time within which 
procedural rights are to be asserted are intended to expedite the disposition of causes to 
the end that justice will not be denied by inexcusable and unnecessary delay. But, except 
as to those which are mandatory or jurisdictional, procedural regulations should not be so 
applied as to defeat their primary purpose, that is, the disposition of causes upon their 
substantial merits without delay or prejudice." 
""A 'determination' of an action within the meaning of Rule 1 is meant to be a 
determination of the controversy on the merits - not a termination on a procedural 
technicality which serves litigants not at all. A determination entails a finding of the facts 
and an application of the law in order to resolve the legal rights of litigants. who hope to 
resolve their differences in the courts. The 'liberal construction' of the rules required by 
Rule 1, \vhile it cannot alter compliance which is mandatory or jurisdictional, will 
ordinarily preclude dismissal of an appeal for that which is but technical noncompliance. 
This will be especially so where no prejudice is shown by any delay which may have 
been occasioned ... Sound judicial discretion properly exercised will reflect the judicial 
policy of this State developed over many years by case law, and lying within the spirit of 
liberality mandated by Rule 1." Bunn 11. Bunn, 99 Idaho 710, 587 P.2d 1245 (1978). 
Motion for Justice 
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made on the facts or merits because this Court has ignored, continued to ignore and refused to 
consider all evidence presented and has now terminated the case on prejudiced and procedural 
technicalities. The evidence presented is clear, rooted in truth, and clearly has merits in law and 
reason that, I) the Plaintiff does not own the Nickersons Note, and thus, has no beneficial 
interest in the Nickersons Mortgage and no cause of action or right to relief, 2) the Plaintiff 
cannot prove a default, 3) the Plaintiffs records are inaccurate, 4) the Plaintiff has comrrritted 
fraud, 5) the Plaintiff has engaged in criminal activities in order to conceal their fraud, 6) the 
Plaintiff has pursued a wrongful and unlawful foreclosure, and 7) the Nickersons clearly did not 
default. Therefore, the evidence demands a dismissal of the Plaintiff's complaint and judgment 
be granted in favor of the Nickersons. However, if the Court is unable or unwilling to rule 
accordingly, the Nickersons are rightfully requesting this Court to uphold the law and the policy 
of this State and the United States of America and allow the Nickersons to have their day in cou 
with a jury trial. 
In addition, this Court has intentionally ignored the Nickersons request to amend their 
answer and counterclaim, and thus, the Nickersons contend this Court has, at a minimum, abused 
its discretion. 
''I.R.C.P. 15(a) provides that leave of the court to amend a pleading "shall befreery given 
when justice so requires.' (Our emphasis.) ... Professors Wright and Miller in discussing 
Federal Rule 15 -an identical counterpart to our IR.C.P. 15 - state that the purpose of 
the rule is two-fold: First, to allow the best chance for each claim to be determined on its 
merits rather than on some procedural technicality, and, second, to relegate pleadings to 
the limited role of providing parties with notice of the nature of the pleader's claim and 
the facts that have been called into question. Issue formulation is to be left to the 
discovery process and pleadings are not to be viewed as carrying the burden of fact 
revelation or of controlling the trial phase of the action. C. Wright & A Miller, Federal 
Practice and Procedure: Civil 2d § 1471 (1971). 
The United States Supreme Court in Foman v. Davis, 371 U.S. 173, 182, 83 S.Ct. 227, 
230, 9 L.Ed.2d 222 (1962), explained the operation of Rule l S(a) as follows: 
'Rule 15(a) declares that leave to amend 'shall be freely given where justice so requires', 
this mandate is to be heeded. See generally, 3 Moore, Federal Practice (2nd ed. 1948), iMI 
15.08, 15.10. Ifthe underlying facts or circumstances relied upon by a plaintiff may be a 
proper subject of rdie( he ought to be afforded an opportunity to test his claim on the 
merits. fu the absence of any apparent or declared reason - such as undue delay, bad faith 
or dilatory motive on the part of the movant, repeated failure to cure deficiencies by 
amendments previously allowed,, undue prejudice to the opposing party by virtue of the 
Motion for Justice 
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allowance of the amendment, futility of amendment, etc. - the leave sought should, as the 
rules require, 'be freely given.' Of course, the grant or denial of an opportunity to amend 
is within the discretjon of the District Court, but outright refusal to grant the leave 
without any justifying reason appearing for the denial is not an exercise of discretion; it is 
merely abuse of that discretion and inconsistent with the spirit of the Federal Rules.' 
In Smith v. Great Basin Grain Co., 98 Idaho 266. 272073, 561 P.2d 1299, 1305-06 
( 1977), this Court expressly adopted F oman' s language and, in addition, placed the 
burden of showing why a court should not grant leave to amend a complaint on the 
parties opposed to the amendment. Id. As Farnan and Srojth declare, a district courts 
refusal to grant leave to amend without any justifying reason is, per se, an abuse of 
discretion." Clarkv. Olsen, 110 Idaho 323, 715 P.2d 993 (1986). 
Further, the Nickersons not only contend it is an abuse of discretion not to consider the 
Nickersons meritorious claims, but knowing fraud against the Nickersons and fraud on the court 
are irrefutable and undeniable issues in this case, .it was a clear and gross abuse of discretion to 
not instruct the :\Tickersons to amend their complaint or take whatever other steps necessary to 
protect the interests of the Nickersons, reduce the recidivism of PHH (see the Nicker son's 
amended pleadings - especially Exhibit 34) and hold the Plaintiff and their accomplices 
accountable for their unlawful actions in the State ofldaho. 
"In response to plaintiff's motion for summary judgment, the defendant filed an affidavit 
alleging fraud on the part of the plaintiff The court below concluded that the defendant 
might be able to establish the necessary elements of fraud and therefore ordered that ''if 
Defendant files an amended answer properly setting up such defense within ten days, and 
leave is hereby granted therefor, then the motion for summary judgment must 
accordingly be denied. 11 }vfcKee Bros., Ltd. v. }desa Equipment, Inc., 102 Idaho 202,628 
P.2d 1036 (1981). 
Therefore, the Nickersons request the Court grant leave to amend their answer, 
counterclaim and third party complaint and allow this case to be decided on the merits. 
Also, the Nickersons contend this Court abused its discretion and authority by, at a 
minimum, ignoring the following evidence and facts (this is not a comprehensive list of the facts 
ignored by this Court): 
1. PHH is not the Note holder or owner of the Nickerson's Note and Mortgage. (See 
Affidavit of Charles Nickerson in S1Ipport of Motions to Reconsider, Exhibits 1, 2 and 
3). This fact in and of itself completely defeats and renders null and void the 
Plaintiff's complaint because they do not have standing to prosecute a foreclosure on 
a promissory note they do not hold or own nor could they have possibly or plausibly 
experienced any injury or have any cause of relief on a note they do not own. 
Motion for Justice 
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l 2. PHH has not proven and cannot prove default. The affidavit PHH relied on to allege 
2 default embodies a criminal act (See the Nickersons Memorandum in Support of 
3 Motion to Reconsider Judgment, Misconduct by Plaintiff). The records used to allege 
4 default show a principal balance of $0.00 in November 2009, long before the account 
5 was transferred to PHH, indicating no debt is owed (See Affidavit of Brandie S. 
6 Watkins, Exhibit F). The Nickersons contend, have testified and have offered witness 
7 testimony to refute the existence of default. Further, PBH prevented the Nickersons 
8 from performing any obligations by 1) refusing to research the disputed default, 2) 
9 refusing to credit the Nickersons account for payments and other transactions, 3) 
10 blocking all efforts of the Nickersons to resolve the disputed and proven inaccurate 
11 default, and 4) refusing to accept the Nickersons payments. This fact also defeats the 
12 Plaintiff's complaint because PHH can not claim or prove any injury thereby leaving 
13 them with no right to claim relief. 
14 3. Fraud is present in virtually every interaction, document, communication or paper 
15 submitted by PHH, Chase, Coldwell and their attorneys of record. (See the 
16 Nickersons Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Judgment and newly 
17 Amended Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand.for Jury Trial). 
18 This fact defeats the Plaintiffs complaint because "fraud vitiates everything it 
19 touches." Tusch Enterprises v. Coffin, 113 Idaho 37, 740 P.2d 1022 (1987). 
20 4. PHH's misconduct in presenting a prove up affidavit that is fraud and embodies a 
21 criminal act prohibits PHH's complaint. (See the Nickersons Memorandum in 
22 Support of.Motion to Reconsider Judgment and Objection to Second Affidavit of 
23 Ronald E Casperite ). 
24 nullus commodum capere potest ex sua injuria propria - no one can derive an 
25 advantage from his own wrong 
26 frustra legis au..Y.ilium quaerit qui in leg em comittit - he who offends against the law 
27 vainly seeks the help of the Jaw 
28 crimen omnia ex se nata vitiat- crime vitiates everything which springs from it 
29 5. PHH has failed to prove up the default claimed. PHH claimed a default of 14 months. 
30 However, in Ron Casperite's second affidavit he claims a default of only 9 months 
3L which clearly proves PH.H's records were and are inaccurate. PHH should have been 
32 and must be required to prove up the exact default which they originally claimed and 
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1 relied on because anything else is an admission their records are inaccurate, 
2 constitutes a breach of contract, voids their complaint, and unduly prejudices the 
3 Nickersons. Therefore, PHH's claim must be dismissed. 
4 The above list is just a fe;w of the facts ignored by this Court which demonstrate an abuse 
5 of discretion. For more comprehensive details regarding the fraud, contradictions, account record 
6 inaccuracies and discrepancies, misconduct and criminal activities of PHH, Chase, Coldwell, 
7 their attorneys of record and those acting on their behalf, see the Nickersons recently filed 
8 motions, memorandums and amended pleadings. 
9 Additionally, as stated in the Nickersons Memorandum in Support of Motion to 
10 Reconsider Judgment, the Nickersons filed a motion for continuance on the hearing for summary 
11 judgment, motion to strike, motion to take judicial notice and motion to amend to conform to 
12 evidence. Because opposing counsel filed three additional and unexpected motions with their 
13 response that were also to be addressed at the hearing, the Nickersons needed more time to 
14 research, respond and adequately prepare their defenses. The Court did not acknowledge or 
15 respond to the Nickersons request for continuance in a timely manner even with repeated 
16 inquiries by the Nickersons via the court's clerks from February 5111 until February 11th, when the 
l'7 Court denied that motion at the start of the hearing on February 11, 2014. The Nickersons had 
18 diligently prepared responses but were waiting for a decision on the continuance before filing 
19 them. During the hearing, the Court further prejudiced the hearing by ordering that only Charles 
20 or Donna Nickerson could address the Court on each motion. ~ previously stated, the 
21 Nickersons clearly communicated to the Court they were not ready and were certainly unaware 
22 of the Court's restriction to only let one of them speak on a specific point so they did not have 
23 opportunity to prepare their oral arguments accordingly. The Nickersons have not been able to 
24 find this rule anywhere in the Idaho code so they do not know how they could have possibly or 
25 plausibly known of this restriction prior to the hearing. Further, this created undue prejudice 
26 against the Nickersons and their rights to be heard to deny their Continuance, prevent the 
27 Nickersons from expanding the factual record of the case prior to judgment, and then grant a 
28 final judgment based on the absence ofthose facts_ It created undue prejudice and confusion to 
29 state the Nickersons could send in their responses, provide the address to send them to, then 
30 subsequently without notice refuse to consider them, and grant judgment in favor of the Plaintiff. 
31 It also created undue prejudice to receive supplemental evidence of such importance that it 
32 refutes the Plaintiff has any ownership of the Nickerson loan whatsoever and by law the case 
Motion for Justice 
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1 must be dismissed (see Notice of S1ipplemental Evidence), ignore it, not provide the Nickersons 
2 the opportunity or any instructions on how to be heard, and then grant judgment in favor of PHH. 
3 For the Court to rule against the Nickersons based on lack of evidence, when the evidence was in 
4 the Court's. chambers and in the record is an e:>..'1reme injustice, and is denying the Nickersons 
5 their right to due process. Obviously, the Nickersons were of the impression and should have 
6 believed these documents were accepted and being considered by the Court. There were no 
7 objections by the Plaintiff to their submission, the Court requested and provided instruction on 
8 how to send them, and the Nickersons were unaware of any other process. or procedure to submit 
9 these documents. Therefore, the Nickersons contend it was an extreme injustice and abuse of 
IO discretion for this Court to deny the Nickers.ans request for a continuance, sabotage the 
11 Nickersons ability to present their meritorious arguments and truths, and subsequently ignore the 
12 documents and evidence that would irrefutably deny the Plaintiff's complaint. 
13 Finally, in summary, this Court has inconceivably yet intentionally ignored the facts, 
14 laws and rules in order to permit PHH to pursue these unjust and unlawful proceedings and 
15 unconscionably grant judgment in their favor with this wrongful foreclosure. 
16 A few of the most pertinent facts this Court has chosen to prejudicially ignore are: 
17 1. PHH does not own or hold the Nickersons Note and Mortgage. 
18 2. PHH has not proven and cannot prove default. 
19 3. PHH has relied on an inaccurate, unreliable, untrustworthy and legally inadmissible 
20 account history. Further, the account history used to allege default has a principal 
21 balance of$0.00 in November 2009 and $-1,186.90 as ofJanuary 21, 2010, which 
22 contradicts all allegations. of PHH and does not support the existence of a default. 
23 4. PHH and their accomplices have committed fraud, fraud on the court, fraud in the 
24 factum and notary fraud. 
25 5. PHH and their accomplices have committed crimes in order to conceal their 
26 fraudulent activities and wrongfully and unlawfully foreclose. 
27 A few of the pertinent laws that Pm-I and their accomplices have violated and this Court 
28 has intentionally chosen to ignore are: 
29 1. LC. § 6-101(2). PHH is not the owner nor holder of the Nickersons Note, and thus, 
30 they are not the secured creditor and have no right to foreclose. 
31 2. J.C.§§ 18-2601 and 18-3203. Offering forged or fraudulent documents in 
32 evidence and Offering false or forged instrument for record. PHH, Coldwell, 
Motion for Justice 




































Chase and their attorneys of record have violated these laws, and thus, have 
committed felony crimes by offering in evidence and recording the following 
instruments: 
a. Deed of Trust - Instrument #190568 
b. Assignment of Deed of Trust - Instrument #207590 
c. Assignment of Deed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note - lns1rument #214459 
d. Appointment of Trustee- Instrument #214460 
e. Notice of Default - Instrument #214462 
p.9 
I.C. § 48-603. Unfair Methods and Practices. (17) Engaging in any act or practice 
which is otherwise misleading, false, or deceptive to the consumer. 
a. PHH and Just Law, et al, deceptively, wrongfully and fraudulently pursued a non-
judjcial foreclosure knowing it was against the law. 
b. PHH is fraudulently pursuing this judicial foreclosure action knowing they do not 
hold or own the Note. 
c. At the closing table, Coldwell misled and deceptively coerced the Nickersons into 
falsely believing they were signing a Mortgage when it was apparently Coldwell's 
intention to treat and sell the Mortgage as a Deed of Trust. 
d. Chase claims they are only the servicer of the mortgage during discovery in order 
to avoid answering questions, get the Nickersons claims dismissed and mislead 
the Nkkersons and the court when, in fact, they currently claim to be the Note 
holder and investor. 
e. Chase, PHH and Just Law worked in collusion with one another to craft 
fraudulent documents in order to misconstrue and falsely represent the chain of 
title to the Nickerson' s property. 
f. Coldwell recorded a wrongful and :fraudulent Assignment of Deed of Trust. 
g. Chase, PHH and Just Law recorded an Ulegal, forge.cl and fraudulent .Assignment 
ofDeed of Trust and Deed of Trust Note. 
h. PHH recorded an illegal, forged and fraudulent Appointment of Trustee. 
1. Just Law recorded an illegal, forged and fraudulent Notice of Default in order to 
initiate a fraudulent, wrongful and illegal non-judicial foreclosi.ire. 
J. Jus1 Law caused to be published in the local paper a defamatory, fraudulent and 
false Notice of Trustee's Sale. 
Motion for Justice 
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k Just Law maliciously served the Nickersons by publication when they had already 
been in direct contact with the Nickersons and the firm representing them. 
L Chase viciously, recklessly, maliciously and intentionally threatened and injured 
the Nickersons to get them to sign over the title to the property. 
m. PHH sent intention to foreclose letters to the Nickersons before PID-I had any and 
when PHH had no alleged legal rights to foreclose. 
n. Chase's Notice ofNew Creditor states the transfer is recorded in county records 
but nothing was recorded. 
a. Bradon Howell claimed Just Law had no liability in the illegal non-judicial 
foreclosure, that it would take enormous resources to fight them, and the 
Nickersons were going to lose anyway. 
p. PID-I presented an inaccurate and falsified default amount, repeatedly lied and 
were misleading in representing ownership and rights. 
q. Ron Casperite misrepresented facts, default amount and truth to the Nickersons 
and the Court based on "personal knowledge" that he did not have_ 
5. 12 U.S.C. § 2605. Violation ofRESPA- PHH failed to respond to qualified written 
requests. 
6. 15 U.S.C. § 164l(g). Violation of Truth in Lending Act-PHH claimed in this Court 
to be the Nickersons creditor but failed to send a Notice of New Creditor. 
7. 15 U.S.C. §§ 1692g(a) and 1692f(6)(C). Violations of the Fair Debt Collections 
Practices Act-PHH failed to send the Nickersons a Notice of Debt, attempted to 
unlav.rfully foreclose non-judicially, and created impossibilities for the Nickersons. 
8. New Jersey Statute§ 52:7-19. Affixation of Name. PHH violated this statute when 
the notary did not sign the second affidavit of Ron Casperite. 
As demonstrated above, this Court has intentionally chosen to ignore the following rules: 
1. I.R.C.P. l(a) "These rules shall be liberally construed to secure the just, speedy and 
inexpensive determination of every action and proceeding." This Court is ignoring th 
mandate to liberally construe the rules in order to secure a just determination. 
2. I.R.C.P. 15(a) "Otherwise a party may amend a pleading only by leave of court or by 
written consent of the adverse party; and leave shall be freely given when justice so 
requires ... " This Court has ignored the mandate that leave to amend shall be freely 
given when justice so requires. 
Motion for Justice 
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I \Vherefore, the Nickersons request this Court to honor and fulfill its responsibility as an 
2 officer of the law to uphold the law impartially and diligently and to hold the Plaintiff 
3 accountable for their malicious, outrageous and unlawful actions and inactions, instead of 
4 ignoring the evidence presented, empowering their conspiracy, and aiding and abetting their 
5 crimes by allowing them to unlawfully foreclose, steal the Nickersons property and perpetuate 
6 their targeted terroristic assault on the Nickersons. The Nickersons also request this Court to 
7 walk in the spirit and intent of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure l(a) and IS(a} and reconsider 
8 its judgment and interlocutory rulings; recognize the Nickersons newly Amended Answer, 
9 Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury trial; fully consider all of the 
10 Nickersons recently filed motions and memorandums in order that the administration of justice 
11 may be freely sought; and permit this case to be trjed on the merits; not irresponsibly and 
12 erroneously determined by ignoring the laws, evidence and facts; by hiding behind the 
13 prejudicial and procedural cloak of chicanery; and by putting forth a blind eye and deaf ear to the 



















Oral argument requested. 
DATEDthis~dayof /"1~1-f , 2014 -~--=-=:(,_ ______ _ 
CERTIFICATE OF S~VICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the /5~y of M ~7 , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Ida.ho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-5111 
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CHARLES NICKERSONA1~ DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NeffRd 
Orofino, ID 83 544 
Defendants Pro Se 
CL ERK OF DISYP\r. COURT 
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'1f1\ Q 1 ·: y 1 5 Pl ']: 1 I 
/ (AS:; :1 ~~~·- ~-· 
BY _ _ ~ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DO:NN A 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & :MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thru X 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A 
Third Party-Defendants, 
Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MOTION TO VACA TE HEARING 
22 C01\.1ES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, request the Court vacate the 
23 telephonic hearing originally scheduled for May 27, 2014, to hear the Nickersons Motion to 
24 Reconsider Judgment; ~otion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH' s Summary Judgments~ Motion 
25 For Leave to Amend Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial; 
26 Motion to Reconsider Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion to Strike; Motion to Strike Second 
27 Affidavit ofRonald E . Casperite; Motion to Suppress; and Motion to Take Judicial Notice of 
28 Attorney's Withdrawal; that the Court vacated and rescheduled to hear the Motion to Disallow 
29 Attorney Fees and Costs. The Nickersons request the Court place that motion on hold until the 
30 Kickersons have their opportunity to be heard and a final determination of this case is rendered. 
31 The Nickersons have filed a motion fol' justice and request that motion to be heard and 
32 
Mol.ion to Vacate Hearing 
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I determined so justice may be served, and thus, holding the hearing to Disallow Attorney Fees 
2 and Costs is premature and inappropriate at this point. 
3 \Vherefore, the Nickersons request the hearing to Disallow Attorney Fees and Costs be 
4 vacated and not rescheduled until after the Nickersons can be heard on their Motion for Justice 
5 and the other motions they are requesting be reconsidered. 
6 Oral argument requested. 
7 















CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the /t:ft,,day of Mtlft , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document b the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A Stenquist 
( r) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(•)US.Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(,)U.S. Mail 
23 1 Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority 1,,.fail 









Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-5111 
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Cl ER'~ OF DIS R!CT c:,urn 
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CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NeffRd 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
Th' THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STA TE 




CHARLES ~CKERSO~ and DONNA 
J\"1CKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNO\VL TON & :r,..il,ES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PlllI MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
Case No.: CV 2011-28 
NOTICE OF HEARJNG -
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR JUSTICE 
22 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Defendants' Motion for Justice will be called up 
23 for a telephonic hearing on the 101h day of June 2014, at the hour of 10:00 a.m. (PDT) or as 
24 soon thereafter as counsel can be heard, before Judge Michael J. Griffin, in the Clearwater 
25 County Courthouse. Any parties wish1ng to appear by telephone should call 208-476-8998 at 
26 the scheduled hearing time to be connected with the court. 
27 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the LL '41ay of l'h .,~ , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing documenty the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County Djstrict Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-5111 
(,) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(,) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(,) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
... 
~""""' -== Charles Nickerson 
Notice of Hearing - Motion for Justice 
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Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
t!'l'.__ . 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DlSTRICT OF THE STATE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DOJ',.,'NA 
NJCKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & lvlILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
Case No.: CV 2011-28 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND STRIKE 
DEPOSITIOKS 
22 COMES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, request the court to suppress 
23 and strike the depositions of Charles and Donna Nickerson due to "errors and irregularities in the 
24 manner in which the testimony was transcribed or the deposition was prepared, signed, certified, 
25 sealed, endorsed, transmitted, filed, or otherwise dealt with by the officer." LR C.P. 32( d)( 4). 
26 I.R.C.P. 30(e) Submission to Witness - Changes- Signing, requires the deposition to 
27 be submitted to the witness for review, changes, and signing. ln violation of this rule, the 
2& depositions were never submitted to the Nickersons. The Nickersons were never given the 
29 opportunity to review, change or sign the depositions. The Nickersons never waived this right 
30 nor stipulated to waiving this right . Rather, the Nickersons understood from their former counsel 
31 the depositions had been suppressed. However, for the record, had the Nickersons not clearly 
32 understood the depositions were throvm out, because of the harassment and abuse of the 
Motion to Suppress 
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I Nickersons that occurred and the annoying and oppressive conduct by opposing counsel 
2 preceding and during the depositions, the Nickersons and their counsel would have out of 
3 necessity and in the interest of any justice being served, made sure the deposition answers 
p.3 
4 provided clearly reflected the abuse and fraud the Nickersons had suffered at the hands of Chase 
5 and Plffi during this entire process and that it accurately recorded and included their 
6 ! comprehensive words and expressly stated "for the record" comments. Therefore, PHH, Just 
7 ! Law, Chase, and Moffatt Thomas have violated l.R.C.P. 30(e). 
8 l.R.C.P. 30(±)(3) Notice of preparation of transcript and filing notice of mailing, 
9 requires the officer ,,vho completed the transcripts to notify all parties the transcripts were 
10 completed and file a notice with the Court informing the Court of when the transcripts were 
11 completed, the name and address of the attorney receiving the original transcripts and the names 
12 and addresses of all parties receiving copies of the transcripts. No notice was fi]ed with the Court 
13 and the Kickersons were never notified that the transcripts were completed. Therefore, PHH, Just 
14 Law, Chase, and Moffatt Thomas have violated I.R.C.P. 30(f){3). 
15 I.R. C.P. 30(£)(1 )(A) Certification by officer and non-filing- Exhibits~ requires the 
16 officer to certify the transcript of the depositions. However, although there is a reporter's 
l? certificate present with the transcript, it is not signed by the reporter. Therefore, the transcripts 
18 are not certified and are in violation ofI.R.C.P. 30(f)(l)(A). 
19 Unlawful depositions. Chase and PHH submitted the unverified and unsigned 
20 depositions and pushed forward with the summary judgment process, relying on the inadmissible 
21 depositions as evidence. Chase submitted the entire copy ofa deposition which does not 
22 accurately reflect the depositions and ·violates.1.R.C.P. 30(f)(4)(B) "only those portions to be 
23 used shall be submitted to the court". Chase submitted the unsigned and unverified depositions 
24 as an exhibit 10 an affidavit filed by their attorney on October 15th, 2012, just 12 days after the 
25 taking of the depositions and PHH references the depositions in documents filed on October 
26 12th, 2012, only 9 days after the taking of the depositions. This is in violation ofl.R.C..P. 30(e) 
27 which gives 30 days for the witness to review, change and sign. Clearly, Chase and PHH did not 
28 follow the very specific guidelines regarding depositions. They did not present the depositions to 
29 the Nickersons or their attorney for review, changes and signing, did not wait the 30 days as 
30 required by I.R.C.P. 30(e), and did not file a notice with the court as required by I.R.C.P. 
31 3 0(±)(3). 
32 
Motion to Suppress 
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1 False representation and professional misconduct. The Nickersons had been assured 
2 by their counsel prior to being deposed that Chase and PHH had stipulated 1) there would be 
3 Chase and PIIlI employees present with their attorneys at the deposition that had the clear 
4 authority and power to listen to the Nickersons' story, clarify and answer any questions, address. 
s any concerns, and mediate a final resolution, 2) that due to the e:x.'tensive harassment and abusive 
6 \ debt collection practices the Nickersons had experienced at the unclean hands of Chase and 
7 ) PHH, and the fact that PHH and Just Law are debt collectors under the law, their counsel had 
8 filed for a protective order and as an additional protective measure the Judge had agreed to be 
























from PHH and Chase would have been filed and available to the Nickersons prior to the 
depositions for their review and reference during the depositions due to the contradictory, 
fraudulent., misleading and misrepresentative statements and documents presented by Chase and 
PHH up to that point and the exhaustive servicing abuse suffered by the Nickersons, and 4) the 
1\1ckersons would be provided with the opportunity to depose their witnesses first and on the 
same date, since all other discovery had been thwarted and sabotaged by opposing counsel. After 
traveling from out of state to Lewiston, Idaho, with the understanding all these agreements had 
been met, and upon arrival at the law office the morning oftbe depositions, the Nickersons found 
that none of the agreed to stipulations had been met. However, the Nickersons, in good faith, and 
due to the coercive encouragement of their counsel that it was the best way to get their story and 
the truths of the case in front of the judge and Just Law's and Moffatt Thomas's clients, prove 
their case
0 
and stop the abuse, went forward with the depositions. 
The malicious misconduct of Kipp Manwaring. During the depositions, Kipp 
Manwaring acted very abusively and tried to intimidate, abuse, and oppress the Nickersons in 
violation ofldaho and Federal Civil Procedures, the United States Constitution Amendment V, 
Idaho Constitution Article 1 § 13, common law and common decency. Manwaring was 
unquestionably, at a minimum, rude; obnoxious; abrasive; disruptively, intensely) intrusively and 
very ostentatiously stared at the deponents; incited frustration, irritation and anger in the 
Nickersons and their counsel; continually pushed the Nickersons, despite protests from counsel, 
to answer personal and irrelevant questions that would not lead to admissible evidence, but that 
could and most probably would be used to further harass and abuse the Nickersons in ongoing 
abusive debt collections and the malicious theft of their assets, wealth and established way of 
life; and displayed an EXTREMELY dramatized and overstated joker face, appeared to be 
Motion to Suppress 
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1 unshaven, intentionally ruffled his white hair in an unkempt manner (unlike his apparent normal 
2 style and presentation), which the Nickersons and their counsel believed and determined was 
3 done in bad faith presumably to look like a contractor who had previously abused and victimized 
4 the Kickersons, to create distress and duress for the Nickersons, especially Mrs. Nickerson, in 
5 providing their depositions, It is important to remember and note the Nickersons agreed to travel 
6 , cross country at their O\.Vn expense with the clear understanding a protective order was in place t 
I 
7 ' prevent such reckless and unfounded information gathering. They had also been told the Judge 

























depositions. This is 111 addition to the fact the Nickersons were promised their witnesses would 
be present to depose, discovery would be provided to reference during the depositions, 
employees of PHH and Chase would be present to listen to the depositfons, and other such 
promises and stipulations that had been countlessly broken previously by Manwaring. In 
response to Manwaring's professional misconduct, John Mitchell specifically informed Mrs. 
Nickerson to ignore Manwaring and bis attempts to intimidate, frustrate, victimize and upset her. 
Counse] instructed the Nickersons to ignore Manwaring's antics, remain calm, and simply refuse 
to answer any questions that were irrelevant or made the Nickersons uncomfortable. Counsel 
indicated the Nickersons were creating a record to show the Court, and Manwaring's abusive 
behavior would only help paint that p.icture. Counsel recommended :Mrs. Nickerson smile back at 
him really big and maybe he would quit his drnmatizing if he believed his attempt to upset her 
was not working. Mrs. Nickerson did, but Manwaring did not stop. Mr. and ~s- Nickerson and 
i 
Mr. Mitchell repeated~y asked Manwaring to ask relevant ques6ons. The Nickersons and their I 
Counsel told ~1anwanng repeatedly, and made numerous and repeated comments that were to be· 
included on the record, but are notably absent in the record presented to the Court, that they were 
happy to answer and discuss ANY issues regarding the foreclosure, and were eager to tel1 their 
story and allow him to question all aspects of it, but Manwaring ignored all such requests. 
Manwaring was also very disruptive during Chase's questioning. Jon Stenquist made no 
attempts to intervene or stop him When one of the Nickersons said no or would decline to 
answer an irrelevant question, Manwaring would dramatically shake his head yes, mouth you 
have to, and make other antagonizing and intimidating statements. Pathetically rude and 
inconceivably childish behavior, especially for an officer of the Court, is how the Nickersons 
would describe Manwaring' s behavior. The Nickersons have already pointed out how their 
Motion to Suppress 
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attorney described Manwaring. At the very least, Manwaring' s behavior was out of line, 
immature and unprofessional. 
Counsel asked the Kickerwns to endure the abuse for as long as they could so there was 
no question the Nickersons had done everything they could to work with opposing counsel and 
his stopping the depositions was unquestionably appropriate, necessary and the only option 
available. He also indicated he was hoping Manwarring would ask some relevant questions at 
some point so we could get the answers on the record. Counsel and the Nickersons wanted the 
Nickerson story told. They had and have nothing to hide. Counsel also wanted to show the Judge 
what he and the Nickersons and he had dealt with from the beginning of these proceedings with 
opposing counsel At no time did John lvlitchell direct or counsel the Nickersons to answer a 
question that they refused to answer. At no time did Counsel indicate the questions being asked 
were reasonable or couJd lead to admissible evidence. At no time did John Mitchell indicate the 
Nickersons were failing in any way to do their part. Rather, at all times, John Mitchell was 
supportive and concerned for the Nickersons and their well being, said and indicated Kipp 
Manwaring was an "asshole," that he did not understand what Manwaring' s purpose was, and 
that Manwaring was not trying to hear the Nickersons story, secure any admissible evidence or 
work with the Nickersons in any way, so he was going to stop and throw out the depositions, 
which he eventually did. The depositions were extremely disruptive with constant breaks, private 
consultations, obvious hostility betv,reen counsels and between opposing counsel and the 
Nkkersons. The environment was not conducive to any professional meeting, environment, or 
setting in which someone could be expected to think, be questioned or pontificate on facts. The 
Nickersons assert Kipp Manwaring is directly responsible for the breakdown of all 
communication between parties and that he attended the depositions with the clear and malicious 
intent to create an impossible situation for the Nickersons so he could file his subsequent 
summary judgment. He lied, failed to honor promises, and showed bad faith in not following 
through with discovery requests. Kipp Manwaring exhibited the most basal wickedness of 
mankind in relation to justice being served by hiding, concealing and destroying evidence; 
28 building a case on fa}se and fabricated facts his and his client's previous destruction and 
29 I concealment of evidence would support; refusing to allow the Nickersons access to any truth, 
30 records or testimony that would support their case~ and more such useless, malicious and evil 
31 acts. An investigation into Attorney Tvlanwaring's legal background might show unconscionable 
32 evidence concealment and destruction is a pattern ofbehavior and normal business practice for 
Motion to Suppress 
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l Attorney Manwaring. Further, the Nickersons contend the abusive tactics and actions of 
2 opposing counsel contributed to the demise of John Mitchell's career, subsequent health issues, 
3 the Nickersons being forced to represent themselves pro se against their will, the criminal silence 
4 and deceptive misrepresentations of Chase, and has caused this Court to err in granting judgment 
5 in favor of the Plaintiff. 
6 Alter it was evident the opposing counsel's intention was to use the depositions to harass, 
7 annoy, abuse and oppress the Nickersons, the examination \.Vas clearly being conducted in bad 
8 faith, was not being conducted to secure any admissible evidence relating to the case, but was 
9 information that could be used to further their abusive debt collection practices (see Affidavit qf 
10 Charles M'ckerson in Support of Motions to Reconsider), and after the Nickersons and their 
11 counsel had repeatedly for hours requested and pled with the opposing counsel to please ask 
12 questions relevant to the foreclosure so the Nickersons could answer their questions and thefr 
13 complete story could be told, and then deal with the other questions that violated the Nickersons 
14 privacy, security and exposure later, their counsel stopped the depositions. Counsel informed the 
15 Nickersons that before the proceedings continued he would file a motion to strike the depositions 
16 from the records, get the judge to rule on the scope of the questions that could be asked, provide 
17 the promised protective order, file a motion to compel the opposing parties to complete 
18 discovery as had been requested and stipulated, and require that the Nickersons be allowed to 
19 depose their witnesses first and at the same time as had been agreed and stipulated, especially 
20 since the Nickersons had been requesting dates to depose their witnesses since the original claim 
21 was filed. As found out much later, instead of any of that occurring, Chase and Pllli 
22 immediately filed motions for summary judgment. 
23 The Nickersons assert the depositions presented do not accurately reflect or resemble any 
24 testimony provided, were not conducted or secured in good faith or in accordance with the law, 
2S and have not been verified as required by law. Therefore, the Nickcrsons cannot be subjected to 
26 evidence presented that has no merit or foundation and, as a matter of law, the Plaintiff cannot be 
27 allowed to rely on inadmissible evidence. 
28 Wherefore, the Nickersons request the Court to suppress the depositions due to violations 
29 ofI.R.C.P. 30(e), 30(f)(l)(A), 30(£)(3), and 30(f)(4)(B) in accordance with I.R.C.P. 32(d)(4), and 
30 any other such applicable codes not specifically cited herein but which must be applied to ensure 
31 justice, all copies be stricken and removed from the record, and PHH, Chase and their attorneys 
32 
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1 of record be held in coatempt and sanctioned for their abuse of the deposition process and 
2 misconduct as officers of the court. 
3 Oral argument requested. 
4 DATED this ((g 6.1.-,. day of_L...;/k:....11...::::o..=Y:,c.._--------"' 2014 -
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The undersigned hereby certifies that on the~ k day of /}14...,9 , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing docwnent lfy the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-5111 
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CHARLES NICKERSON A."'\ID DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NeffRd 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR CLEARWATER COU:'.\l"TY 
PHH MORTGAGE vs. CHARLES 
NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON, 
etal 
Case No.: CV 2011-28 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
Appellants, 
V. 
PIIB MORTGAGE, COLDWELL BAJ\"KER 
.MORTGAGE, aid.lb/a of PHH MORTGAGE, 
and JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N .A 
Respondents, 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS, AND THEIR ATTORNEYS, AND TO THE 
CLERK OF THE ABOVE-E>l'TITLED COURT 
NOTICE IS HERBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named appellants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, being forced to represent 
themselves pro se against their will, appeal against the above named respondents to the Idaho 
Supreme Court from the District Court's Final Judgment, entered in the above entitled action on 
the 4tli day of April 2014; the Order Dismissing Motions To Reconsider entered on the 6th day of 
May 2014; and other interlocutory orders; Judge Michael J. Griffin presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgments or 
orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders under pursuant to I.AR. l l(a) and 
any other such applicable rules that must be applied to ensure access to justice. 
3 . Appellants intend to assert a number of issues on appeal, including, but not limited to 
the issues set forth below. 
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1 4. The preliminary issues on appeal are as follows: 
2 a. Whether the district court erred in denying a continuance of the summary 
3 judgment hearing. 
4 b. Whether the district court erred in refusing to acknowledge and consider 
5 appellants summary judgment Reply Brief and responses to additional motions. 
6 c. Whether the district court erred in refusing to acknowledge and consider relevant 
7 and necessary supplemental evidence. 
8 d. Whether the district court erred in refusing to acknowledge and consider 
9 demonstrated factual allegations of fraud and instruct or provide opportunity for 
10 appellants to amend pleadings. 
11 e. Whether the district court erred in granting judgment kno-wing fraud was present 
12 and introduced. 
13 f Whether the district court erred in refusing to acknowledge and reprimand 
14 Plaintiff's misconduct in submitting an affidavit containing notary fraud. 
15 g. Whether th.e district court erred in refusing to acknowledge and consider 
16 appellants prejudice due to their attorneys withdrawal. 








i. Whether the district court erred in refusing to acknowledge and consider 
Plaintiff's illegal non-judicial foreclosure attemp1. 
j. Whether the district court erred in refusing to reconsider judgment. 
k. WhetheT the district court erred in refusing to reconsider summary judgment 
dismissing appellants claims. 
1. Whether the district court erred in refusing to reconsider striking portions of 
25 appellants affidavit. 
26 m. Whether the district court erred in refusing to seek justice in this case. 
27 n. Whether the district court erred in granting a deficiency judgment. 
28 This appeal is taken upon both matters of law and issues of fact. Appellants reserve the 
29 right to add additional issues on appeal and to revise or restate the issues set forth above. 
30 5. No portion of the record has been sealed. 
31 6. A reporters transcript has not been ordered because no trial has been held in this case. 
32 
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I 7. The appellant requests the following documents in their entirety to be included in the 
2 clerk's record in addition to those automatically included under I.AR 28: 
3 a. Affidavit of Brandie S. Watkins in Support of Chase's Motion for Summary 
4 Judgment - Filed 11/06/2012. 
5 b. Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment - Filed 11/14/2013. 
6 c. Affidavit of Chase Employee in Support of PHH's Second Motion fur Summary 
7 Judgment -Filed 11/14/2013. 
8 d. Second Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite in Support of PHH' s Second Motion for 
9 Summary Judgment-Filed 11/14/2013. 
10 e. Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiff's Second Motion for Summary Judgment 
11 - Filed 12/3/2013. 
12 f Reply Brief- Filed 12/10/2013. 
13 g. Motion for Summary Judgment - Filed 12/17/2013. 
14 h. Affidavit of Charles )l"ickerson in Support of-yfotion for Summary Judgment -
15 Filed 12/17/2013. 
16 L Memorandum in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment - Filed 12/17/2013. 
17 J Response in Opposition to Nickersons' Motion for Summary Judgment - .Filed 
18 1/24/2014. 
19 k. Motion to Continue -Filed 2/05/2014. 
20 1. Reply Brief in Support ofNickersons' Motion for Summary Judgment-Filed 
21 2/18/2014. 
22 m. Response in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Conform to Evidence- Filed 
23 2/18/2014. 
24 n. Response in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike -Filed 2/18/2014. 
25 o. Response in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Take Judicial Notice -Filed 
26 2/18/2014. 
27 p. Notice of Supplemental Evidence - Filed 3/07/2014. 
28 q. Response to Plaintiff's Objection to Notice of Supplemental Evidence - Filed 
29 3/26/2014. 
30 r. Objection to Second Affidavit ofRonald E. Casperite - Filed 3/26/2014. 
31 s. Motion to Reconsider Judgment - Filed 4/22/2014. 
32 t. Motion to Strike Second Affidavit of Ronald E. Casperite-Filed 4/22/2014. 
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1 u. Affidavit in Support of Motions to Reconsider - Filed 4/22/2014. 
2 v. Motion to Reconsider Order Granting Motion to Strike -Filed 4/22/2014. 
3 w. Motion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH's Summary Judgment -Filed 4/2212014. 
4 x. Motion for Leave to Amend Answer, Counterclaim, Third Party Complaint and 
5 Demand for Jury Trial- 4/22/2014. 
6 y. Memorandum in Support ofMotion to Reconsider Judgment-Filed 5/5/2014. 
7 z. Memorandum in Support of Motion to Reconsider Order Granting Plaintiffs 
8 Motion to Strike - Filed 5/5/2014. 
9 aa. Memorandum in Support ofMotion to Reconsider Chase's and PHH's Summary 
10 Judgments - Filed 5/5/2014. 
11 bb. Charles Nickerson' s and Donna Nickerson' s Amended . .i\nswer, Counterclaim, 
12 Third Party Complaint and Demand for Jury Trial - Filed 5/5/2014. 
13 cc. Motion to Disallow All Costs and Fees - Filed 5/5/2014. 
14 dd. Motion for Justice in Clearwater County Idaho- Filed 5/15/2014. 
15 ee. Motion to Suppress and Strike Depositions-Filed 5/16/2014. 
16 8. The appellants reserve the right to supplement the record as necessary for justice to b 
17 served. 
18 9. I certify: 
19 a. The estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record bas been paid. 
20 b. The appellate filing fee has been paid. 
21 c. Service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to I.AR 
22 20. 










I, CHARLES NICKERSON, deposes and states: that I am an appellant in the above-
entitled appeal and that all statements in this notice of appeal are true and correct to the best of 
my knowledge and belief and, in accordance with lC. § 9-1406, certifies (or declares) under 
penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of Idaho that the foregoing is true and correct. 
DATED this/6Ui day of__..,._/::....;Jla_=/.,._£ _____ ......, .. 2014 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the /f£!!; day of /11.C<..y , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document lSy the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-5111 
Notice of Appeal 
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( • ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(,) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority 1t1ail 
( ) Facsimile 
(•) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 




(} n Clerk 
By ________ ""-bf::'~ ~=---~ 
Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Order Granting Motion to Continue -Page 1 
10650-Nl 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION 
TO CONTINUE HEARING ON 
PHH's MOTION FOR 
ATTORNEY COSTS AND FEES 
1832
THE COURT having reviewed Plaintiffs Motion to Continue Hearing on PHH's Motion 
for Attorney Costs and Fees; and for good cause finding hereby orders that the hearing scheduled 
for Tuesday, May 27, 2014, shall be continued to Tuesday, June 3, 2014, at 9:45. Plaintiff shall 
prepare notice of hearing. 
IT IS SO ORDERED this ZOi.-clay of May 2014. 
District Court Judge 
NOTICE OF ENTRY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the (jd-.)\~ day of May 2014 a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon the person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Order Granting Motion to Continue - Page 2 
10650-NI 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
t>4 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ ~-
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CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. -ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523 -9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
Case No. ~ ll a) 11-;1~ 
Filed S!~ I 1'-f 
at 2,·_ 3 o o'clock ~ M 
BD Clerk 
BY ------------~--=----::--Oeputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant(s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Amended Hearing Notice [Costs and Fees] - Page 1 
10650-NI 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Motion 
for Costs and Fees 
1834
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Plaintiffs' Motion for Costs and Fees will be 
called up for heaiing on Tuesday, June 3, 2014, at the hour of 9:45 a.m., or as soon thereafter 
as counsel can be heard, before the Honorable Michael J. Griffin, in the Clearwater County 
Courthouse, Orofino, Idaho. Any parties wishing to appear by telephone should call 208-476-
8998 at the scheduled hearing time to be connected with the court. 
Dated this -1...2.. day of May 2014. 
~rn,-~ Kipp.Manwaring 
Attorney for PHH Mortgage 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the / JJl1. day of April 2014, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon ~son or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
Amended Hearing Notice [Costs and Fees] - Page 2 
10650-NI 
~ J] Hand Delivered 
)IC U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other ----------
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)4 U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _ _______ _ 
4 ,~~-Leslie Northrup 
Paralegal 
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CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thmX 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
RESPOI\"SE IN OPPOSITION 
TO PHll'S MOTION FOR ENTRY OF 
AMENDED JUDGMENT 
22 The Nickersons categorically oppose PHH's Motion for Entry of Amended Judgment 
23 Including the Taxing of Costs and Fees and assert no justice can be served by this Court in this 
24 case unless this Court denies PHH's Motion for Entry of Amended Judgment Including the 
25 Taxing of Costs and Fees, vacates the final judgment prejudicially entered without merit or 
26 reason on April 4, 2014, and allows the Nickersons an opportunity to be heard in this Court. 
27 Among other reasons, some of which are detailed below, PHH is estopped from 
28 exercising their ability to fore.closure based on any rights granted with the final judgment entered 
29 by this Court on April 4, 2014, because 1) PHH cannot execute judgment without committing 
30 and causing other entities to commit additional crimes and moral injustices against the 
31 Nickersons, this Court, and the World at Large; 2) this Court overstepped its authority in 
32 awarding judgment to an entity that had no ownership of the Nickerson Note and Mortgage and 
Response in Opposition to PHH's Motion for Entry of Amended Judgment 
Pagel of9 
1836
May 20 14 05:52p p.3 
the Nickersons have no obligations to or for, therefore, no possession, collection or attempts at 
2 collection by PHH are lawful; 3) this Court abused its discretion by entering judgment ,vith.out 
3 evidence-based foundation by ignoring and refusing to consider meritorious arguments, 
4 pleadings and evidence; 4) this Court created double liability exposure for the Nickersons by 
5 granting such judgment which is not lawful, ethical or moral, and cannot be remedied without 
6 prejudice against the Nickersons and further violating the Nickerson's rights to due process and 
7 PHH's obligatory compliance with federal lending and debt collection laws; 5) allowing PHH to 
8 execute judgment irreparably denies the Nickersons their rights to the enjoyment and security of 
9 their property through a wrongful and unlawful foreclosure erroneously ordered by Judge 
10 Michael Griffin in the Second Judicial District Court of the State of Idaho in and for Clearwater 
11 County; 6) allowing Plll-1 to execute judgment breaches this Court's judicial responsibility to 
12 ensure equal access to justice and prejudicially forces the Nickersons to pursue other legal 
13 remedies, courts and jurisdictions as needed to ensure access to justice and protect their interests; 
14 and 7) allowing PHH to proceed with their unfounded claim creates further, known and 
15 reasonably expected significant, substantial, extreme and irreparable financial, physical and 
16 emotional damages, injuries and losses to the Nickersons. 
17 PHH is estopped from executing judgment because, the evidence and the record, 
18 considered or not, is still clear. Even when the record is reviewed based solely on the evidence 
19 that the Court has not refused to consider, nor found or claimed excuse or reason to not consider, 
20 PHH and their accomplices have waived any plausible or alleged rights to relief or causes to 
21 action by their fraud; involvement in :fraudulent transactions; concealment and destruction of 
22 evidence; malicious assault on the equity of the Nickerson property; contradictions and 
23 misrepresentations of material facts and reliance on those facts for judgment; and persistent 
24 failures to allege or plead the truth or anything resembling the truth. These acts warrant a 
25 preclus-ion from a11eging or denying facts because their irrefutably inconsistent testimonies, 
26 assertions, positions, attitudes, courses of conduct, professional misconducts, actions, inactions, 
27 allegations and denials; general, ordinary, wanton, willful, concurrent, comparative, culpable, 
28 gross, and subsequent negligence, negligence in law, negligence per se; and all other such acts 
29 demand they be estopped from unjust enrichment and the unlawful foreclosure of the Nickerson 
3 o property. 
31 PHH is estopped from executing judgment because they do not own the Nickerson Note, 
32 have not established any time in history when they have legally owned the "Note, and 
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1 unquestionably did not own the Note and Mortgage or have any beneficial interest in the 
2 Nickerson property when this Complaint was filed. These irrefutable facts are all fatal to PHI-I's 
3 ability to foreclose as exchange of ownership or actual change of possession at this time is 
4 unlawful, constitutes fraud, and allov.ring it prejudices the Nickersons, questions the sobriety of 
5 the Second District Court in Clearwater County, Idaho, creates volatility in the deed to the 
6 Nickerson's property, and compromises the soundness of the records relied on by the World at 
7 Large. Further, it violates longstanding Idaho and Federal statutes and common laws, establishes 
8 a dangerous precedent that effectually nullifies all property owner's rights or security in 
9 homem'V!lership in the State ofldaho, and fatally redefines all homeowner's protections under 
10 good faith ]ending and fair debt collection guidelines for real estate purchased or av.med in the 
11 State of Idaho. Such a precedent could conceivably and presumably would be used to adversely 
12 affect all private, commercial and public real estate holdings and wreak havoc in the security and 
13 marketability of personal, business and commercial investments in Idaho. This type of public 
14 policy undermines and deprives Idaho land o"\\-ners of constitutionally granted property rights, 
15 security in investments, and their inalienable rights to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. 
16 PHH is estopped from executing judgment because prejudgment interest in this case is 
17 unlawful and inappropriate. PHH is barred from prejudgment interests, among other reasons 
18 presented under separate cover, because of prevention of performance, failure to mitigate 
19 damages, refusal to accept payments even from third parties, etc. PHH has admitted refusal to 
20 accept moneys from the Nickersons. Therefore, any alleged injuries based on not accepting those 
21 moneys are directly caused by their sole contributory negligence, purposeful actions and 
22 malicious inactions, and are, as a matter of law and reason, not the responsibility or obligation of 
23 the Nickersons. 
24 Additionally, Manwarring stated ""Where service was 'complete' upon mailing the 
25 motion and memorandum to the Nickersons at their last known address on April 17, 2014, the 
26 Nickersons had 14 days from that date to file their objections. The 14-day time period expired on 
27 May 2, 2014. The Nickersons' motion to disallow, if construed as an objection, is untimely." The 
28 Nickersons request this Court reprimand or sanction Just Law for their continued fraud, 
29 deception and legal trickery perpetrated against the Nickersons and these proceedings. Every 
30 attorney knows, those pro se litigants who are diligent in their efforts to follow the rules of civil 
31 :procedure know, and even the Court made reference to it during a hearing on December 17, 
32 2013, that when service is accomplished by mail, one must add 3 days to the required time to 
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respond. I.R.C.P. 6(e)(l). Additional Time After Service by Mail. "Whenever a party has the 
2 right or is required to do some act or take some proceedings within a prescribed period after the 
3 service of a notice or other paper upon the party and the notice or paper is served upon the party 
4 by mail, three (3) days shall be added to the prescribed period." 
5 Fortunately, the Nickersons have been diligent in their efforts as pro se litigants and 
6 unveiled this particular deception attempt of Just Law, or Manwaring's endeavors to falsely 
i interpret the rules and cases could have fatally caused the Nickersons to not defend their rights 
8 adequately on this issue. The Nickersons contend this type of ongoing mortgage robbery and 
9 domestic terrorism is unfair, unjust, and malicious. The Nickersons further contend this Court 
10 allowing such intentional misinterpretations of rules, laws and cases, especially in light of the 
11 imbalance of legal knowledge that should naturally and reasonably exist betvveen an attorney and 
12 a prose litigant:, prejudices, threatens and prevents the Nickersons ability and efforts to find 
13 justice, rather than upholding the impartiality of the Court and ensuring access to justice is 
I 
14 available for both parties. Justice requires this case be tried on the merits, not procedural 
15 technicalities, legal chicanery, fraudulently introduced and fabricated evidence by the Plaintiff, 
16 and concealing, destroying and not considering all evidence of the Nickersons. The Nickersons 
t 7 carry no shame and are not afraid to stand on their meritorious claims, arguments and truths to 
t.8 fight with the Plaintiff and their accomplices for what life they have left and in order to regain 
19 any life that has not been forever stolen and destroyed. The Nickersons did not file this suit, nor 
20 did they choose to represent themselves. Rather the Nickersons have simply asked this Court and 
21 all counsel to ensure both parties were given the opportunity to be heard, alJowed their rightful 
22 chances to fight, and that the fight be conducted and judged fairly and impartial]y. Is that really 
23 too much to ask of this Court and Judge Michael Griffin? The Nickersons are innocent victims 
24 who will no longer be silenced or cower to those who have abused and used them and others like 
25 them in the State ofldaho. This abuse has penneated and violated virtually every area of the 
26 Nickersons life. This is especially wrong when the Nickersons have no contributory negligence 
27 or misconduct in these proceedings or the events leading up to them. Yet this Court has 
28 inconceivably and incredulously forced the Nickersons to bear the sole burden of all contributory 
29 damages, injuries and losses. PHH should be estopped from executing any judgment because the 
30 clear, provable, verifiable and irrefutable truths of this case voids the Plaintiff's right to cause, 
3 1 action or relief. Therefore, this case must be dismissed and the Nickersons must be freed from 
32 this unwarranted, murderous, and debt enslaving bondage. "No power on earth has a right to take 
Response in Opposition to PHH's Motion for Entry of Amended Judgment 
Page 4 of9 
1839
May 20 14 05:53p 
p.6 
our property from us vrithout our consent." John Jay, the first Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme 
2 Court 
3 Therefore, as a matter oflaw, the Nickersons objection to costs and fees, filed in the form 
4 of a Motion to Disaliow All Costs and Fees in accordance with I.R.C.P. 54(d)(6). Objections to 
5 Costs. "Any party may object to the claimed costs of another party set forth in a memorandum o 
6 costs by filing and sen,ing on adverse parties a motion to disallow part or all of such costs 
7 within fourteen (14) days of service of the memorandwn of cost.", was filed timely, has merit in 
8 Ia,v and reason, and must be considered and heard. 
9 Furthermore, as Just Law points out that proof of service is accomplished by filing a 
1 o certificate of service attached to the document :filed v.ith the court, the Nickersons filed a 
11 certificate of service attached to their Motion to Disallow All Costs and Fees and Just Law was 
12 served, via US Mail, the Nickersons Motion to Disallow All Costs and Fees in a timely manner 
13 on May 5, 2014. However, since Just Law is indicating they did not receive it, the Nickersons 
14 will request a copy be served along with this response to opposing counsel. The Nickersons most 
15 certainly desire opposing counsel to have opportunity to review their response and know 
16 everyone is not duped, fooled or amused by their consistent and persistent errors, inaccuracies 
17 and inconsistencies. 
I 8 Additionally, as indicated in the Nickersons Motion to Disallow All Costs and Fees, and 
19 as will be further developed prior to the hearing on this issue, the court record and John 
20 Mitchell's account of contact as represented to the Nickersons indicate the costs and fees do not 
21 reflect a true and accurate representation of actual costs and fees. It is prejudicial and unjust to 
22 order the Nickersons, especially in light of the exhibited professional misconduct, blatant 
23 misrepresentations, passive and active concealment of evidence, reckless record keeping, and 
24 complete and total disregard for the truth, the laws of this Ian~ and the common laws of this 
25 society, to blindly accept and be subjected to costs and fees presented by Just Law v;:ithout 
26 details and validation. Therefore, the Nickersons request the Court order the Plaintiff to detail 
27 and validate their costs and fees. 
28 Finally, the Nickersons object to the Amended Judgment. PHH did not and does not hold 
29 the Nickersons Note and Mortgage and has suffered no injury, has no cause of action and has no 
30 standing to have even brought thls complaint, and therefore, this Court, in reality, has no 
31 jurisdiction to enter a judgment in favor of PHH. 
32 
Response in Opp-osition to PHH' s Motion for Entry of Amended lodgment 
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"Jn the present case, the court ruled upon the motion for summary judgment without first resolving the factual issue of when the plaintiff took ownership and control of the note and, thus, whether it had subject matter jurisdiction. This court has recently concluded that when the jurisdiction of the court hinges on a factual determination regarding the plaintiff's status as holder of the note at the time of the commencement of the action, the court must determine the pertinent facts necessary to ascertain whether jurisdiction existed and rule on the issue of standing before addressing the merits of the controversy. Equitv One. Inc. v. Shivers, 125 ConnA:pp. 20L 206. 9 A.3d 379 (2010); see also Deutsche Bank National Trust Co. v. Bialobrzeski, 123 Conn.App. 791, 799-800, 3 A.3d 183 (2010); LaSalle Bank, National Assn. v. Bialobrzeski, 123 Conn.App. 781, 789-90, 3 A.3d 176 (2010). In light of the documents before the court, shov.•ing discrepancies as to the date of the transfer of the note, as well as the defendant's argument that the plaintiff had not demonstrated that it 'W"as the holder of the note when this complaint ,:vas filed, the court improperly formed a legal conclusion without establishlng the factual predicate for the court's subject matter jurisdiction. Accordingly, we reverse and remand the case to the trial court for a hearing to ascertain the plaintiff's status as the owner or holder of the subject note at the time the action was commenced, so that the court may properly determine whether it has subject matter jurisdiction." Park National Bank v. 3333 Main, LLC, 127 Conn.App. 774, 15 A.3d 1150 (App. 0. 2011). 
The Nickersons also object to the monetary judgment. Specifically: 
I . PHH has not provided any evidence substantiating their claim that the principal 
amount is $261,170.62. The only evidence PHH provided regarding principal was 
provided by Chase via a Detailed Transaction History. This Detailed Transaction 
History irrefutably states the principal as of November 2009 was $0.00 and as of 
January 21, 2010 the principal was $-1,186.90. This fact denies any claims PHH has 
to any relief or recovery because it denies any claimed injury by PHH, and thus, 
provides PHH vvith no standing. 
2. PHH has provided no start date for the claimed interest accrued through May 1, 2014, 
as required in order for the figure claimed to be audited and verified. Further, PHH 
has cited no law or authority for their claim of interest frorn the time they initiated 
this action. Further, PHH has cited no authority to overcome the irrefutable prejudice 
caused by their prevention of performance, and how this fatally bars their rights to 
claim of action or injury, specifically accumulated interest that occurred while the 
Nickersons account was seized, held hostage and moneys were refused. 
3. PHH has provided no law or authority for the claimed post judgment interest rate. 
4. PHH is barred from claiming or collecting interest by their actions and inactions. 
.5. PHH has provided no legal basis and are barred from claiming or seeking a deficienc 
judgment in this case due to fraud on the Court and fraud against the Nickersons. 
Response in Opposition to PHH 's Motion for Entry of Amended Judgment 
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PHH and Opposing Counsel have firsthand knowledge the property value far exceeds 
all debts ever incurred on tlris property. PHH and Opposing Counsel are perpetrating 
the criminal theft of the Nickerson property by fai1ing to disclose they denied the 
complete satisfaction of the loan when approached by a lending institution who 
detennined the property value warranted, and were therefore prepared to satisf)· any 
alleged debt on the first, solely based on the available equity in the property. PHH 
and Chase prevented the Nickersons from selling this property, when under contract 
and prior to when any actions had been filed, due to PHH and Chase's fraudulent 
claims of change of ownership and other such collusive actions. The Nickersons 
could have stopped years of abuse, damages, injuries and losses for their persons, 
their wealth, their financial security and established way of life if the refinance or sale 
of the property were not thwarted. The abuse would have also been stopped if PHH, 
Chase, Just Law and their accomplices had not conspired to hide their criminal 
lending and debt collection activities by stealing the Nickerson's equity and 
ultimately pursuing this wrongful foreclosure. By all lawful standards, to now allow 
PHH to gain undue and unjust enrichment by selling the property at any price less 
than its actual value and then seeking a deficiency judgment, when PHH and their 
accomplices' so]e actions created any alleged default this Court is relying on to 
render its judgment, is an atrocity to justice, human decency and fair dealing. Every 
citizen of the United States of America should be appalled, outraged and horrified by 
such blatant abuse of the judicial system. Such greedy and unjust gain should not be 
judicially stolen and subversively swindled from innocent homeowner's WHO DID 
NOT DEFAULT OR COMMIT ANY OTHER ACTION OR INACTION THAT 
COULD WARRANT A CLAIM OF DEFAULT, and then awarded to recidivists 
without standing in merit or law anywhere in the Land of the Free, not even in Idaho. 
God help America and Idaho if this is how far they have fallen. The Nickersons assert 
the only way a deficiency could occur is if PHH participates in further criminal 
activities such as, but not limited to, sabotaging the SherifPs sale. The Nickersons 
further assert PHH,has no right to secure a counterfeited v:indfall caused by their ov.n 
wickedly schemed actions and inactions. The Nickersons increased the equity in the 
property with their personal moneys, efforts, and resources. The Nickersons never 
signed a deed over on this property at closing. They executed a Mortgage and 
Response in Opposition to PHH's Motion for Entry of Amended Judgment 
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retained the deed to the property. Therefore, the Nickersons are the rightful owners to 
the property, and any excess proceeds beyond satisfying the alleged debt owed should 
be retimled to them. The Nickersons also remind the Court there is a forced placed 
Private Mortgage Insurance on this property which the Nickersons have unlawfully 
been forced to pay since their right to cancel it was established in 2002. This policy 
prevents the lender from suffering any loss whatsoever in the event of a default by the 
homeowner. Therefore, PHH is as a matter oflaw and reason barred from any 
deficiency judgment. 
9 Next, the Nickersons have objected to all costs and fees which objections have been 
IO detailed in the Nickersons Motion to Disallow All Costs and Fees, and the Nickersons have filed 
11 a Motion for Justice in order to compel this Court to reconsider judgment. Therefore, any award 
12 of costs and fees are premature and inappropriate at this time. 
13 Also, as this Court and PHH are aware, the Nickersons Mortgage and any foreclosure 
14 action finality is subject to the Nickersons rights ofredemption and possession protected and 
15 preserved in LC.§§ 6-101, 11-310, 11-401, 11-402 and 11-403. 
16 Therefore, since the Nickersons timely filed their objection to the memorandum of costs 
17 and fees, their objections have not been waived and must be heard and the proposed amended 
18 judgment must be denied. Further, the Nickersons reserve the right to amend, supplement or 
19 expand this response as needed in accordance with the timeline and rules of civil procedure that 












Oral argument requested. 
DATED this ·J.rl5-t. day of_...,.,"-M-'---""g_:""7-r-----' 2014 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 1.1> ft.. day of 410,.. ¥ , 2014, I 
caused to be served a trne and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
be]ow, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 WestMain 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-511 I 
(•)U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(-) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(,) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
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CHARLES NICKERSON AL'ID DONNA NICKERSON r:, _ .. 
3165 NeffRd 
Orofino, ID 83544 r'i 
Defendants Pro Se 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STA TE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
8 















CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSOK, husband and wife; 
KNOVlLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
MOTION TO VACATE 
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS 
HEARING 
22 CO:MES NOW, Defendants, Charles and Donna Nickerson, again requests the Court 
23 vacate the telephonic hearing now scheduled for June 3, 2014. ln the interest of advancing 
24 justice, ensuring equal access to justice and providing timely, fair and impartial case resolution, 
25 the Nickersons previously filed a motion on May 15th to vacate this hearing and not reschedule it 
26 until after the ~ickersons have an opportunity to be heard, and fair, impartial and truthful finality 
27 is reached in this case. 
28 As a matter of record, this Court granted an erroneous Final Judgment in response to 
29 Motions for Summary Judgment without requiring the Plaintiff to meet any standing threshoJds, 
30 prove ownership, demonstrate any beneficial interest, rights or authority to foreclose whatsoever 
31 in the Nickersons property, prove or even legally establish default or a default amount, or show 
32 any possible or plausible injuries resulting from the alleged actions or inactions of the 
Motion to Vacate Attorney Fees and Costs Hearing 
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I Nickersons. This Court then categorically denied the :-Jickersons timely Motions to Reconsider 
2 and refused to consider evidence that irrefutably denies Plffi's right to foreclose or enforce 
3 execution of judgment, and provides prosecutable evidence of criminal activity. A motion to 
4 continue the hearing was also requested by opposing counsel. During the 14 day stay following 
5 the N1ckerson's Notice of Appeal on issues pertaining to this Court's prejudicial rulings, this 
6 Court granted opposing counsels motion to continue and reschedule the hearing on June 3 for 
7 opposing counsel's convenience, but ignored and did not even acknowledge the Nickersons 
8 request to vacate and postpone the rescheduling of this hearing for reasons of justice and law. 
9 Therefore, the Nickersons are again requesting to be heard and not be ignored on this issue. The 
10 Nickersons have filed a motion for justice and request that motion, as well as their other motions 
I I be reconsidered, heard and determined prior to any hearing on attorney costs and fees so justice 
12 may be served and an evidence-based decision may be rendered_ At this point, holding the 
13 hearing on Attorney Fees and Costs is premature, creates additional and undue expense for all 
14 parties, and is completely inappropriate. In addition, the Nickersons have requested, among other 
15 things, more complete and detailed explanations and itemizations of fees and costs be submined 
16 as well as authentication and validation of the costs and fees, explanations of noted errors and 
17 inconsistencies, and a copy of PHH: and Just Law's agreements regarding costs and fees. None o 
18 those have been provided. 
19 Further, the evidence presented to the Court irrefutably denies Pf!E-r s right to foreclose 
20 which denies them any right or claims to fees and costs. l.C. § 6-101(2) "The provisions of this 
21 section must be construed in order to permit a secured creditor to realize upon colJateraJ for a 
22 debt or other obligation agreed upon by the debtor and creditor." PHH does not ov.n or hold the 
23 Nickersons note, and thus, is not the secured creditor and cannot legally foreclose. PHH and Just 
24 Law maliciously pursued this case and the Nickersons have provided irrefutable facts and 
25 e,.ridence to prove it. Fraud, reckless record keeping, negligence, destruction and obstruction of 
26 records, illegal documents and other such unfair, deceptive, unethical and abusive lending 
27 practices have been discovered and suffered with the origination, servicing, collections and 
28 transfers of ovmership of any alleged note and mortgage on this property_ Whether or not this 
29 Court chooses to ignore the facts, I) PHH does not own, hold or possess the Nickersons Note 
30 and Mortgage or any rights to their property, nor did they at the time this complaint was filed, 2) 
31 PHH and Just Law seized and held hostage the Nickersons account, account history, and account 
32 records and prevented the Nickersons from performance and non-performance when PHH had no 
Motion to Vacate Atlomcy Fees and Costs Hearing 
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legal rights to it, 3) PHH and their accomplices have committed and relied on illegal, unlawful 
and unfair lending and collection acts and practices prior to and throughout these proceedings, 4) 
the judgment rendered is a gross violation of judicial authority and discretion, and 5) ALL other 
evidence proving PHH's gui1t, liability and outrageous behavior, in rendering its unjust verdict, 
the facts still remain that the Nickersons did not default, they have no legal, moral or ethical 
financial obligations to PHH and the Nickersons are committed and resolved to exercising their 
right to due process and access to justice in this case. 
In order to enforce a negotiable instrument (J>romissory note) it must be both endorsed to 
PHH and it must be in their possession at the time of filing a foreclosure complaint. I. C.§ 28-3-
201. PHH has fatally failed to prove this on both counts_ The Nickersons Note is not endorsed to 
PHH and it is not in their possession. Again and furthermore, for PHH to pass the basic tlrreshold 
of standing to bring a complaint the note must have been in PHH' s possession prior to initiating 
this lawsuit. 
"In the present case, the court ruled upon the motion for summary judgment without first 
resolving the factual issue of when the plaintiff took ownership and control of the note 
and, thus, whether it had subject matter jurisdiction. This court has recently concluded 
that when the jurisdiction of the court hinges on a factual determination regarding the 
plaintiffs status as holder of the note at the time of the commencement of the action, the 
court must determine the pertinent facts necessary to ascertain whether jurisdiction 
existed and rule on the issue of standing before addressing the merits of the controversy. 
Equity One. Inc_ v. Shivers, 125 Conn.App. 201,206, 9 A.3d 379 (2010); see also 
Deutsche Bank National Trost Co. v. Bialobrzeski, 123 Conn.App_ 791, 799-800. 3 A3d 
183 (2010); LaSalle Bank National Assn. v. Bialobrzeski, 123 Conn.App. 781, 789-90, 3 
A 3 d L 76 (201 O)_ 1n light of the documents before the court, showing discrepancies as to 
the date of the transfer of the note, as well as the defendant's argument that the plaintiff 
had not demonstrated that it was the holder of the note when this complaint was filed, the 
court improperly forme<l a legal conclusiGn without establishing the factual predicate for 
the court's subject matter jurisdiction. Accordingly, we reverse and remand the case to 
the trial court for a hearing to ascertain the plaintiff's status as the owner or holder of the 
subject note at the time the action was commenced, so that the court may properly 
determine whether it has subject matter jurisdiction." Park National Bank v. 3333 Main, 
LLC, 127 Conn.App. 774, 15 A.3d 1150 (App. Ct_ 2011)_ 
PHH, Just Law and their accomplices have fraudulently, maliciously and without 
standing pursued this foreclosure action and all proceedings leading up to it and included during 
it. Therefore, PHH is not entitled to a judgment nor any attorney fees and costs_ Rather, they are 
entitled to prosecution, sanctions, disciplinary actions that include but are not limited to this 
Court filing reports with the Commission of the Idaho State Bar and other appropriate 
Motion to Vacate Attorney Fees and Costs Hearing 
Page 3 of6 
1847

































authorities, and granting a judgment in favor of the Nickersons for the comprehensive losses, 
damages and injuries suffered as a result of the Plaintiff and their accomplices illegal,. immoral, 
reckless and outrageous actions. 
In addition, the Nickersons have filed a motion to amend their pleadings which has also 
been ignored and not been given opportunity to be heard by this Court. As a matter of law, on all 
counts, the Nickersons are well within their rights to amend their pleadings. 
''it is well settled that a court has inherent authority to allow amendment or correction of 
pleadings at any stage of the proceeding. See Eberly v. A,foore, 65 U.S. 147, 1860 WL 
9942 (U.S. Tex. 1860) at *8 ('The equitable jurisdiction of the courts of the United States 
as courts oflaw is chiefly exercised in the amendment of pleadings and proceedings in 
the court, and in the supervision of all the various steps in a cause, so that the rules and 
practices of the court shall be so administered and enforced as to prevent hardship and 
injustice, and that the merits of the cause may be fairly tried.'); Suffel v. Rosworth, 95 
F.2d 494, 497 (9th Cir. 1938) ('The court may likewise, in its discretion, and after notice 
to the adverse party, allow, upon such terms as may be just, an amendment to any 
pleading or proceeding in other particulars')." Fox v. County <?f Tulare, No. I: ll-cv-
0520 AWI SMS (E.D. Cal May 8, 2014). 
"In Smith v. Great Basin Grain Co., 98 Idaho 266, 561 P.2d 1299 (1977), the plaintiff's 
amended their complaints after defendants moved for summary judgment. Id. at 272, 561 
P.2d at 1305. Although the amended complaints reflected a new legal theory, this Court 
noted that there was no prejudice to the defendants 'since the basic facts giving rise to a 
right of recovery remain unaltered.' Id. 
The time between filing the original complaint and the amended complaint is not 
decisive. See Clark v. Olsen. 110 Idaho at 324-26, 715 P.2d at 994-96 (where seven years 
separated original and amended complaints and defendants had moved for summary 
judgment, denial of motion to amend without justifying reason was abuse of discretion)." 
Carl H. Christensen Family Trust v. Christensen, 133 Idaho 866, 993 P.2d 1197 (1999). 
'"In this Circuit, 'plaintiffs may seek amendment after an adverse ruling, and in the 
normal course district courts should freely grant leave to amend when a viable case may 
be presented." Lipton v. Pathogenesis Corp., 284 F.3d 1027, 1039 (9th Cir. 2002). 
The Nickersons have meritorious claims and a more than viable case that deserves its 
opportunity to be heard, and the Nickersons must be allowed their basic right to amend their 
pleadings. Therefore, any discussion of or hearing on attorney costs and fees at this time is not 
warranted, justifiable, reasonable or allowable. Also, this Court is aware and has been aware of 
the factual allegations of fraud, and in the interest of serving justice, should have instructed the 
Nickersons to amend their pleadings. 
Motion to Vacate Attorney Fees and Costs Hearing 
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"In response to plaintiffs motion for summary judgment, the defendant filed an affidavit 
alleging fraud on the part of the plaintiff The court below concluded that the defendant 
might be able to establish the necessary elements of fraud and therefore ordered that "if 
Defendant files an amended answer properly setting up such defense within ten days, and 
leave is hereby granted therefor, then the motion for summary judgment must 
accordingly be denied.'' McKee Bros., Ltd v. Mesa Equipment, Inc., l 02 Idaho 202, 628 1 
P_2d 1036 (1981). 
Further, this Court is aware and has been aware of genuine issues of material facts 
surrounding this case and the abuse, lies, falsehoods, misrepresentations and unlawful actions the 
Plaintiff has relied on to fabricate their claims. Justice demands evidence be consideTed not 
ignored. Justice demands judgments be based upon truth, not upon PIIB, Just Law and their 
accomplices fabricated and unlawful claims and documentation. 
Wherefore, the Nickersons again request the hearing on Attorney Fees and Costs be 
12 · vacated and not rescheduled until after the Nickersons can be heard on their Motion for Justice 




















DATED this r day of_~~.JJ----"'·t,u,'l.,L-~=----=---------'' 2014 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the?-:,,_.) day of ,l<,.(,..,"L-L . 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
() U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
(·) Facsimile 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, et al. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHARLES NICKERSON, et al., 
Defendants. 
Michael J. Griffin, District Judge 
Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for Plaintiff 










CASE NO. CV2011-28 
COURT MINUTES 
Date: 6/03/2014 Tape: CD621-1 Time: 10:02 A.M. 
Subject of Proceeding: Motion for Attorney Fees & Costs 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
FOOTAGE: 
10:02 The Honorable Michael J. Griffin presiding. Court gives introductions. Parties 
present telephonically: Kipp Manwaring, Attorney for PHH Mortgage; Charles 
and Donna Nickerson, Defendant's appearing Pro Se; Mr. McGee appearing 
for Chase Bank. Court advises this is the time to hear the Motion for Attorney 
Fees and Costs. Court further advises the Nickerson's have filed several 
motions and they will be addressed. Summary Judgment filed and the three 
additional motions filed by the plaintiff: motion to strike, motion to amend and 
motion for judicial notice. In addition, the defendants filed a motion to continue. 
10:02 Court denies the Motion to Vacate. 
10:02 Mr. Manwaring speaks regarding the 14 days have run since the appeal was 
filed on May 16. 
10:03 Mr. Manwaring argues his motion for attorney fees and costs. 
10:05 Court speaks regarding the timeliness and motion for attorney fees 
10:06 Mr. Nickerson argues regarding timeliness 
10:07 Court clarifies he misspoke 
Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
COURT MINUTES - 1 of 1 
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PHH MORTGAGE, et al VS. CHARLES NICKERSON, et al 
CASE NO. CV2011-28 
10:07 Mr. Nickerson continues to argue regarding timeliness and his objection 
10:07 Court takes this matter under advisement. 
10:08 Court speaks regarding several other motions filed by the Nickerson's. 
10: 10 Court instructs parties to look at these issues and prepare for the Motion 
Hearing scheduled for next Tuesday at 10:00 a.m. 
10: 10 Mr. McGee advises he was present for Mr. Stenquist, but has no interest in the 
motion for fees. 




Christy Gering - Deputy Clerk 
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Jon A. Stenquist, ISB No. 6724 
Matthew J. McGee, ISB No. 7979 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETI, ROCK& 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
900 Pier View Drive Suite 206 
Post Office Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83402 
Telephone (208) 522-6700 




Attorneys for Thfrd Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I 
thru x. 
Defendants, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A., 
Third Party Defendants. 
OBJECTION ~ 1 
Case No. CV 2011-28 
OBJECTION 
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COMES NOW Third-Party Defendant JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. ("Chase"). 
by and through undersigned counsel, and objects to the Defendant Nickersons' (I) Motion for 
Leave to Amend Pleadings; and (2) Motion for Justice in Clearwater County. The reasons for 
the objection are as follows: 
3/4 
1. With respect to the Motion for Leave to Amend Pleadings, Plaintiff PHH 
Mortgage flied a Response in Opposition to the Nickerson's Motion for Leave to Amend 
Pleadings, which response Chase incorporates by reference herein. The Court has already 
granted summary judgment in favor of Chase on the merits in this case, and the Nickersons' 
untimely and futile amended pleadings should be stricken. Furthermore, the 300-page Amended 
Complaint does not comply with Rule 8(a), Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, which requires "a 
short and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to relief.'~ 
2, The Motion for Justice in Clearwater County appears to be nothing more 
than a renewed motion for reconsideration. The Court has already denied the Nickersons• 
previous motions for reconsideration. See Order Dismissing Motions to Reconsider, dated May 
6, 2014. The renewed motion for reconsideration is likewise untimely, and should be denied. 
Chase respectfully requests that the Court strike the amended pleading filed by the 
Nickersons and deny the recent motion for reconsideration. 
DA TED this 3- day of June, 2014. 
OBJECTION - 2 
MOPFATT, THOMAS, BARRE'IT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
~~ 
Matthew J. McGee - Of the Finn 
Attorneys for Third Party Defendant 
JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of June, 2014, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing OBJECTION to b~d by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to the following: 
Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Rd. 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Pro Se 
Charles C. Just 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Jason R. Rammell 
Jusr LA w OFFICE 
381 Shoup Avenue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls. ID 83405 
Facsimile: (208) 523~9146 
Attorneys for PHH Mortgage 
OBJECTION. 3 
f?<J. U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(Xl Facsimile 
Matthew J. McGee 
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CHARLES )JICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NeffRd 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
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Th" THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLEARWATER 
PHH MORTGAGE, 
Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant, 














CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOVilLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N .A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thru X 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, afd/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
22 I, CHARLES NICKERSON, deposes and states: 
23 1. I am a Defendant in the above-entitled action. 
24 2. I am competent to testify to these matters. 
AFFIDAVIT JN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 
25 3 . I have denied and submitted evidence to deny all allegations of the Plaintiff in their 
26 complaint regarding foreclosure, have requested my meritorious claims be heard by this 
27 Court, and have invoked and demonstrated my intentions to continue to invoke my claims 
2& to equal access to justice and impartial resolution in this case. 
29 4 . My wife and I have been forced to represent ourselves prose in this case and have 
30 exercised good faith, due diligence and judicial prudence to the best of our abilities in 
31 preparing our claims and defenses. 
32 5. I was served the final judgment order by mail 
Affidavit in Support of Motion for Relief 
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6. My understanding and personal interpretation of the rules of civil procedure js that if 
served by mail, an additional three days is added to the deadline per I.RC.P. 6(e)(l)-
Additional Time After Service By Mail 
7. This court informed me that I misinterpreted the rules regarding the 14 day time 
requirement to file my post judgment motions during a hearing on June 3, 2014. 
8. IfI had known that my deadline to file my post judgment motions was April 18, 2014, I 
would have filed my post judgment motions on orby April 18, 2014. Missing this alleged 
deadline was not due to non-compliance, but was solely due to my alleged 
misinterpretation of the rules regarding three additional days being added to the deadline 
if served by mail. 
9. I filed my motion to reconsider judgment based on rule 11 because I believed the 
judgment was a judgment in response to the summary judgment motions since no trial 
was held nor was there any motion entered by either party for a directed verdict. I did not I 
understand nor did I find another rule that I thought would apply. However, this Court 
has stated this is a final judgment and that a rule 11 motion for reconsideration would not 
apply. Therefore, it appears my motion to reconsider judgment should be construed as a 
rule 59 motion for a new trial. Apparently, there is a 14 day time limit that applies to this 
rule as well. As mentioned in paragraph 4 above, if I had lrnown or been informed the 
deadlines were different with a final judgment, I would have most certainly filed my 
motions in accordance with the rules. 
10, The basis and foundation for this request for reliefis a final judgment was rendered a) 
without a trial or request for a directed verdict when the Nfokersons have petitioned this 
court for a trial by jury; b) following a denial of the Nickerson's request for a continuanc 
on the Motions for Summary Judgment hearing so that the factual record could be 
expanded; c) following a refusal to consider reply briefs provided following the hearing 
with permission of the court that were not provided prior to the hearing because the 
Nickersons were waiting for a response on their request for continuance; d) with properly 
and solidly supported evidence and claims in the record and in the Court's chambers that 
irrefutably question the standing of tbe Plaintiff to bring this complaint, whether or not 
this court has subject matter jurisdiction of this case, and the material facts and all 
circumstances surrounding their fabrication and presentation submitted and relied on by 
the Plaintiff, opposing counsel, rulings and judgments in this case; e) knowing the default 
Affidavit in Support of Motion for Relief 
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1 claimed and relied on by the Plaintiff did not conform with and was not supported by the 
2 evidence presented~ t) knowing the affidavit provided and relied on by the Plaintiff was 
3 invalid and inadmissible and could not be used to support summary judgment; and g) 
4 knowing fraud was present and allegedly permeating every document, communication 











11. No prejudice was caused against the Plaintiff by my missing the deadline. Even ifl 
missed the deadlines because of a misinterpretation of the rules involving a final 
judgment, I still caused no delay because my memorandums sttpporting my motions were 
filed over 21 days in advance of the scheduled hearing on those motions. 
12. Great prejudice, hardship and injustice has been caused and rendered toward me, my 
wife, my family and our future heirs; the merits of our case; our equal access to justice; 
rulings entered; and the impartiality of the final judgment rendered because of the Court 
choosing to ignore and not con.sider the motions filed and the meritorious claims and 
arguments contained within them. 
16 ln accordance with I.R.C.P. 7(d) and I.C. § 9-1406, I certify (or declare) under penalty of 
17 perjury pursuant to the laws of the State ofldaho that the foregoing is true and correct. 
18 
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The undersigned hereby certifies that on the~ day of U ~ 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 









Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
GrangevilJe, ID 83530 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
( 1) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
(•)Facsimile 
12 Jon A Stenquist 
I 
.Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
13 PO Box 51505 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
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CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 J\"effRd 
Orofino, JD 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 





CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, XA., AND JOHN DOES I 
thruX 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d'b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JPMORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A 
Third Party-Defendants. 
MOTION FOR RELIEF 
COMES NOW, in the interest of justice being served, Defendants, Charles and Donna 
Nickerson, request the Court for relief from the procedural time requirements for filing motions 
to reconsider, motion for justice, motion to amend pleadings and other post judgment motions. 
TIMELINESS 
The Nickersons as forced pro se litigants have allegedly misinterpreted the procedural 
rules and requirements regarding the filing of their motions specifically relating to a final 
judgment instead of another type of order or motion and accordingly request relief from the 14 
day time limitation. 
"We recognize that the plaintiff represented himself and therefore, in evaluating his 
compliance with the technical rule of civil procedure, we treat him with great leniency." 
Draper v. Coombs, 792 F.2d 945 (9tJi Cir. 1986) 
Motion for Relief 
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"Plaintiff is representing himself pro se, which 'entitles him to a certain degree of 
leniency so as to ensure that his case is justly resolved on its merits rather than on the 
basis of procedural technicalities to the extent possible.' See Poulakis v. Amtrak, 139 
F.R.D. 107, I09 (N.D. Ill. 1991)." Peinado v. City and County of San Francisco, ~o. c-
11-799 EMC (N.D. Cal. Apr. 22, 2013) 
"P1ainti.ffs' responses to the OSC and their Amended Complaint are untimely and the 
explanation for their delay is questionable. At the same time1 there is no indication that 
Defendants have been prejudiced by Plaintiffs' delay. As such, in light of the strong 
preference for cases to be resolved on the merits, see In re Hammer, 940 F.2d 524, 525 
(9th Cir. 1991), the Court wi11 permit and consider Plaintiffs' late filings, see Applied 
Information Sciences Corp., v. eBay, Inc .. 511 F.3d 966, 969 n. l (91h Cir. 2007) (district 
court has discretion to consider untimely papers); Balistreri v. Pacifica Police Dep't. 901 
F.2d 696, 699 (9tli Cir. 1990) (prose submissions must be liberally construed). Therefore, 
the Court discharges the OSC, and, in its discretion, accepts Plaintiffs' Amended 
Complaint for filing. See Eminence Capital, LLC v. Aspeon, Inc., 316 F.3d 1048, 1051 
(9th Cir. 2003) (noting that under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 15(a), leave to amend 
should be permitted i..vith "extreme liberality.")." Prince v. Fremont Police Department, 
No. C 13"1366 SBA (N.D. Cal. Aug. 30, 2013) 
"From this brief review it is apparent that courts are inclined to construe filing 
requrrements liberally in order to assure litigants their day in court, doctrinal theory 
notwithstanding. (Slawinski v_ Mocettini, 63 Cal.2d 70, 72 [45 CaL Rptr. 15,403 P.2d 
143].) The courts also remain mindful of their constitutional and statutory mandate to 
ffisregard at every stage of an action procedural error which does not affect the substantial 
rights of the parties:' Desherow v. Rhodes, 82 Cal.Rptr. 138., 1 Cal.App.3d 733 (Ct.App. 
1969) 
"The parties' and the court's time would be better spent resolving the merits of the case 
rather than dwelling on procedural technicalities in a prose case where plaintiff has been 
diligent and appears to be entitled to at least some of the documents he seeks." Mil/er v. 
Wooqford, No. CIV S-07-1646 LKKEFB P (E.D. Cal. July 10, 2008) 
While requesting procedural leniency, the Nickersons have shown good faith, due diligence and 
judjcial prudence. The Nickersons only missed this requirement by a few days and only because 
they allegedly misinterpreted. the time limits. The Nickersons were .served notice of the judgment 
by mail, and therefore, applied I.R. C.P. 6( e )(1) -Additional time after service by mail - to the 
time required to file their motions. The Nickersons approached the Court in a timely manner 
based on this understanding. This a11eged mistake on Mr. Nickerson' s part has not caused and 
does not cause any undue delay and it is clearly within the sound discretion of this Court to grant 
this relief. 
Motion for Relief 



































In addition, this request is made within the spirit anp intent of the procedural rules. 
1.R.C.P. l(a) "These rules shall be liberally construed to secure the just, speedy and inexpensive 
determination of every action and proceeding." The rules are in place to promote the 
administration of justice and to ruspose of and determine cases based upon the merits. By 
terminating this case based on procedural technicalities this Court is not adhering to or acting 
within the spirit and intent of the liberality mandated by the rules. 
"In addressing the effect of noncompliance with procedural statutes and rules, the Court 
in Stoner v. Turner, 73 Idaho 177,121.247 P.2d 469,471 (]95?), said: 
The object of statutes and rules regulating procedure in the courts is to promote the 
administration of justice. Those statutes and rules which fix the time within which 
procedural rights are to be asserted are intended to expedite the disposition of causes to 
the end that justice will not be denied by inexcusable and unnecessary delay. But, except 
as to those which are rnandato.ry or jurisdictional, procedural regulations should not be so 
applied as to defeat their primary purpose, that is, the disposition of causes upon their 
substantial merits without delay or prejudice." 
"A 'determination' of an action within the meaning of Rule 1 is meant to be a 
determination of the controversy on the merits - not a termination on a procedural 
technicality which serves litigants not at all. A determination emails a finding of the facts 
and an application of the law in order to resolve the legal rights of litigants who hope to 
resolve their differences in the courts. The 'liberal construction' of the rules required by 
Rule 1, while it cannot alter compliance which is mandatory or jurisdictional, will 
ordinarily preclude dismissal of an appeal for that which is but technical noncompliance. 
This will be especially so where no prejudice is shovv"Jl by any delay which may have 
been occas-ioned . .. Sound judicial discretion properly exercised will reflect the 
judicial policy of this State developed over many years by case law, and lying within 
the spirit ofliberality mandated by Rule 1." (emphasis added) Bunn v. Bunn, 99 ldaho 
710, 587 P.2d 1245 (1978). 
Clearly, as evidenced by the above cases, it would be an exercise of sound discretion to allow the 
Nickersons post judgment motions to be heard. The Nickersons remind the Court they properly 
requested additional time to expand the factual record prior to the summary judgment hearing; 
provided briefs after the hearing with the Court's permission that expanded the factual record but 
were without notice, warning or reason not considered in rendering final judgment~ and bad 
informed the court of their desire and intention to amend their pleadings and petition the court to 
reconsider their counterclaim and third party complaint in their Reply Brief in Support of 
Summary Judgment. It is important to remember and note the evidence ignored based on alleged 
untimeliness prohibits tbe administration of justice, perpetuates the abuse suffered by the 
Motion for Refief 
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Nickersons in this wrongful foreclosure action, and renders any judgment in favor of PHH 
unlawful Th.is evidence proves PHH cannot, does not and did not at the time of filing this 
complaint have beneficial interest in any alleged Note and therefore has no basis for claims or 
rights to obtain or enforce judgment in this judicial foreclosure and that any judgment jn their 
favor is unlawful and intentionally creates a double liability for the Nickersons; the affidavit 
relied on to support the existence of a default is void, invalid, inadmissible and constitutes a 
criminal act and therefore PHH has no right to claim or injuries; the actions and inactions of 
PHH and those acting with them and on their behalf bars their rights to claim or injuries~ the 
depositions relied on for summary judgment on the Nickerson counterclaim and third party 
compiaint were unlawfully conducted, inaccurately prepared, fraudulently submitted, 
maliciously misquoted, erroneously exirapolated from and are legally inadmissible as evidence 
and therefore summary judgment should be reversed (See the Nickersons Motion to Suppress); 
and other such claims and defenses that are fully supported in law and reason that demand the 
opportunity to be heard in order for justice to be served. 
AMENDED PLEADINGS 
The Nickersons have set forth in more detail the rules and case law that supports their 
contention they should be allowed to amend their pleadings in their Reply Brief Amended 
Pleadings. Below are a few excerpts which uphold the Nickersons position that justice requires 
this Court to grant leave to amend: 
"TR.C.P. 15(a) provides that leave of the court to amend a pleading 'shall be.freely given 
when justice so requires.' (Our emphasis.)" Clark v. Olsen, 110 Idaho 323, 715 P.2d 993 
(1986). 
"l\.llowing the amendment would comply with the 'liberal app)ication' policy set forth by 
this Court and would not result in prejudice, undue hardship, or surprise to the 
respondents." Haywardv. Valley Vista Care Co,p., 136 Idaho 342, 33 P.3d 816 (2001). 
"In Smith v, Great Basin Grain Co., 98 Idaho 266, 561 P.2d 1299 (1977), the plaintiff's 
amended their complaints after defendants moved for summary judgment. Id. at 272, 561 
P.2d at 1305. Although the amended complaints reflected a new legal theory, this Court 
noted that there was no prejudice to the defendants 'since the basic facts giving rise to a 
right of recovery remain unaltered.' Id." Carl H. Christensen Family Trust v. 
Chr;stensen, 133 Idaho 866, 993 P.2d 1 ]97 (1999). 
"lt is well settled that a court has inherent authority to allow amendment or correction of 
pleadings at any stage of the proceeding. See Eberly v. Moore, 65 U.S. 147, 1860 WL 
Motion for Relief 
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9942 (U.S. Tex. 1860)" Fox v. County of Tulare, No. 1: 1 l-cv-0520 AWI SMS (E.D. Cal. 
May 8, 2014). 
"In this Circuit, 'plaintiffs may seek amendment after an adverse ruling, and in the 
normaf course district courts should freely grant leave to amend when a viable case may 
be presented 'Lipton v. Pathogenesis Corp., 284 F.3d 1027, 1039 (9111 Cir. 2002)." Brown 
v. Miller Brewing Co., No. 1: 12-cv-00605-REB (D. Idaho Jan. 17, 2014) 
A few of the key points mentioned in 1he cases cited above are 1) leave to amend shall be freely 
given when justice so requires, 2) JiberaJ application of the rules is a policy of the Idaho courts, 
and 3) timeliness is not the deciding factor because it is well settled amendments are to be 
allowed at any stage of the proceeding even after an adverse ruling. 
CONCLUSION 
In Idaho, and as case history clearly demonstrates throughout the United States, the rules 
of civil procedure, case law and judicial policy demand liberal application of the rules and 
amendment of pleadings when litigants are acting in good faith in order for the just 
determination of the case based upon the merits and not dismissed due to procedural. 
technica11ties. The Nickersons fi1ed their post judgment motions in what they clearly believed to 
be within the time requirements set forth in the rules, and as demonstrated in the cases cited 
above, both justice and the judicial policy of the state ofidaho require these motions to be heard 
and fully considered. The gavel of judicial authority is authorized and commissioned to serve 
justice not be the final sound of judgment in the demise of it. 
Wherefore, the Nickersons request relief regarding the timeliness of the filing of their 
post judgment motions and pray for the Court to enter an order granting that relief and to 
schedule a hearing on their post judgment motions at the earliest convenience of the court. 
DATED this r;f-t-, day of_....,.vic.......c:t<.-=-"-'<-..c....=.. ______ ,, 2014 
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CERTIFICATE OF SER\lICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the (it.. day of v u....ui... ? 20 14, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)523-9146 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A Stenquist 
Moffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Fath, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-5111 
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CHARLES NICKERSON AND DONNA NICKERSON 
3165 NeffRd 
Orofino, ID 83544 
Defendants Pro Se 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNO\.VLTON & :Mll.,ES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., AND JOHN DOES I 
thru X 
Defendant, 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a/d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE, and JP MORGA. '-I 
CHASE BAl\TK, N .A. 
Third Party-Defendants. 
Case No.: CV 2011-28 
REPLY BRIEF 
Al\'IENDED PLEADL.~ GS 
22 The Nickersons initial reply to PHH's response in opposition to Nickersons' motion for 
23 leave to amend pleadings is as follows 
·24 First, I.R.C.P. l S(a) does not require an amended pleading be included with the motion 
25 for leave to amend but only that leave must be freely given. The Nickersons had not and have no 
26 found any rule or requirement that the motion for leave and the amended pleadings must be filed 
27 simultaneously. The Nickersons diligently reviewed the rules for filing motions and found that 
28 I.RC.P. 7(b) only explicitly required affidavits to be filed at the same time as the motion in 
29 which they were supporting- 7(b)(3)(B), and that supporting briefs or memorandums may be 
30 filed up to 14 days after the motion as long as the motion explicitly states the party's intention to 
31 do so - 7(b)(3)(C). The Nickersons submitted their motion to inform the court and all parties of 
32 their intention to file their amended pleadings within 14 days and subsequently followed up that 
Reply Brief Amended Pleadings 
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motion by providing a timely copy of the amended pleadings within 14 days of filing the motion. 
Additionally, the amended pleadings were served upon all parties 21 days prior to the scheduled 
hearing. Therefore, there are no grounds to deny the motion for leave to amend because PHH an 
Chase have experienced no prejudice due to the separate filing of the motion and amended 
pleadings, nor have any rules been ·violated, and neither PHH nor Chase have been prejudiced by 
the timing of the filing. As a matter oflaw, on all counts, the Nickersons are well within their 
rights to request to amend. 
"it is well settled that a court has inherent authority to allow amendment or correction of 
pleadings at any stage of the proceeding. See Eberly v. lvfoore, 65 U.S. 147, 1860 WL 
9942 (U.S. Tex. 1860) at *8 ('The equitable jurisdiction of the courts of the United States 
as courts oflaw is chiefly exercised in the amendment of pleadings and proceedings i:n 
the court, and in the supervision of all the various steps in a cause, so that the rules and 
practices of the court shall be so administered and enforced as to prevent hardship and 
injustice, and that the merits of the cause may be fairly tried.'); Suffel v. Bosworth. 95 
F.2d 494, 497 (91h Cir. 1938) ('The court may likewise, in its discretion, and after notice 
to the adverse party, allow, upon such terms as may be just, an amendment to any 
pleading or proceeding in other particulars')." Fox v. County of Tulare, No. 1: 11-cv-
0520 AWi SMS (E.D. Cal. May 8, 2014). 
Second, I.R.C.P. 56(c) directs the Judge to consider the pleadings, admissions, affidavits 
and depositions when determining summary judgment. Genuine issues of material facts, 
admissions and denials that defeated summary judgment, and evidentiary based allegations of 
incompetence, harassment and abuse had been submitted in the record. The depositions 
submitted and relied on were not properly or lawfully filed, were abusively scheduled and 
conducted, and were inadmissible. The affidavits submitted by PHH are inadmissible and 
constitutes criminal acts as a matter oflaw. However, the Court granted summary judgment on 
the Nickersons original counterclaims and third party complaint allegedly due to the lack of 
evidence presented by the ~ickersons former counsel not based on the merits, and thereby 
cha11enged the Nickersons to scour the record to present evidence backing up their claims. The 
Nickersons have scoured the record, found, and are still finding, fraud and criminal activity 
permeating every aspect of PHH's and Chase's documents, aflidavits, interrogatory answers, 
briefs, memorandums, responses and complaint. The Nickersons have presented their findings in 
their amended pleadings which include 26 affirmative defenses and 22 causes of action that are 
fully supported in law and reason. Therefore, justice and T.R.C.P. 1 (a) and 15(a) require the 
Nickersons amended pleadings to stand and to be heard. 
Reply Brief Amended Pleadings 
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1 Third, an untimely and inappropriate final judgment was entered against the Nickersons 
2 in response to Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment, only because the Court abused its 
3 d1scretion, at a minimum, by 1) refusing to ack.11owledge and consider the evidence presented 
4 thereby thwarting justice and incarcerating truth; 2) accepting and relying on as undisputed fact 
5 contradictory and :fraudulent assertions made by PHH and Chase; 3) accepting as admissible 
6 evidence and relying on an affidavit that contains contradictory statements and notary fraud, 
7 defies 1.R.C.P. 56(c), 56(e) and 56(g) and embodies a criminal act; 4) failing to demonstrate 
8 judicial impartiality and ensure access to justice for all parties by not instructing the Nickersons 
9 or providing them with the opportunity to amend their pleadings especially when the Nickersons 
10 had clearly expressed desire and requested opportunity; 5) granting judgment knowing fraud was 
11 present and the sole source relied on to establish standing, claims and right to relief; 6) granting 
12 judgment knowing PHH does not hold the Nickersons Note and Mortgage and has no standing 
13 nor any relief that could possibly or plausibly be redressed by the Court vvithout further abusing 
14 its authority and discretion; 7) granting judgment knowing the Nicker sons intended, agreed and 
15 only knowingly and willingly executed a mortgage, and final judgment as detennined and ruled 
16 is unlawful and inappropriate since once a mortgage, always a mortgage. (This rule signifies that 
17 an instrument originally intended as mortgage, and not a deed, cannot be converted into anything 
18 other than a mortgage by any subsequent clause or agreement.); and 8) turning a deaf ear and 
19 blind eye to justice. Therefore, the only morally, ethically and lawfully justified actions for the 
20 Court to take in this case is to vacate judgment, allow the Nickersons meritorious amended 
21 pleadings to stand, and dismiss PHH' s fraudulent, wrongful and unlawful complaint. 
22 PHH's objection based upon the separate filing of the motion and amended pleadings is 
23 unwarranted, unfounded and dilatory. The case Manwaring cites, Black Canyon Racquetball 
24 Club, Inc. v. Idaho First Nat'{ Bank, to back up this assertion mentions nothing that could be 
25 construed or interpreted to require a simultaneous filing of a motion for leave to amend and the 
26 amended pleadings. Rule 15(a) does not require the amended pleading to be filed with a motion 
27 nor does rule 7(b), and the amended pleadings and motion were provided to PHH well in 
28 advance of the scheduled hearing giving plenty of time for the Court and counsel to review or 
29 request additional time if needed. PHH knows the Nickersons have been denied their opportunity 
30 to be heard in this Court and they have been unlawfully awarded a judgment based on chicanery, 
3 l corrupt collusion, and proscribed actions and inactions. To raise an objection to the Nickersons 
32 exercising their right to be heard is unquestionably intended as a dilatory defense maneuver to 
Reply Brief Amended Pleadings. 
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cause delay, suspend their culpability (responsibility for faults and wrongs) and obstruct justice 
being served in this case. To allow such legal trickery, subjects the Nickersons to further 
unnecessary and unfounded damages, injuries, losses and abuse. Therefore, PHH' s objection 
must be denied. 
PHH also objects to the Nickersons amending pleadings based upon timeliness. However, 
the Idaho Supreme Court, as well as other courts seeking to ensure access to justice through 
timely, fair and impartial case resolution, put more weight on the merits of the claims and the 
interest of justice as opposed to timing. In Hayward v. Valley Vista Care Corp., a case cited by 
Manwaring, the Idaho Supreme Court has found: 
"A detailed examination ohms rule [I.RC.P. 15(a)] was recently set forth in Carl H. 
Christensen Family Tmst: 
The tvvin purposes behind the rule are to allow claims to be determined on the merits 
rather than on technicalities, and to make pleadings serve the limited role of providing 
notice of the nature of the claim and the facts at issue. 
It is within the district c.ourt's sound discretion to decide whether to allow a party to 
amend its complaint after a responsive pleading has been served. '[I]n the interest of 
justice, district courts should favor liberal grants of leave to amend a complaint.' Id. at 
871, 993 P.2d at 1202 (internal citations omitted). 
The Court went on to discuss the effect of 'timeliness' on a motion to amend, noting that 
in Smith v. Great Basin Grain Co., 98 Idaho 266, 56I P.2d 1299 (1977), this Court 
adopted the reasoning of the U.S. Supreme Court in interpreting the comparable federal 
rule: 
In the absence of any apparent or declared reason -such as undue delay, bad faith or 
dilatory motive on the part of the movant, repeated failure to cure deficiencies by 
amendment previously allowed, undue prejudice to the opposing party by virtue of 
allowance of the amendment, futility of amendment, etc. -the leave sought should, as the 
rules require, be freely given. Id. at 871, 993 P.2d at 1202. 
Due to the respondents' awareness of the wrongful death claim, the district court erred in 
refusing to grant Alfred leave to amend the complaint. Allowing the amendment would 
comply with the 'liberal application' policy set forth by this Court and vrnuld not result in 
prejudice, undue hardsh1p, or surprise to the respondents." Hayward v. Valley Vista Care 
Corp., 136 Idaho 342, 33 P.3d 816 (2001). 
In another case cited by Manwaring, Carl H. Christensen Family Trust v. Christensen, the Idaho 
Supreme Court found: 
"In Smith v. Great Basin Grain Co., 98 Idaho 266,561 P.2d 1299 (1977), the plaintiffs 
amended their complaints after defendants moved for summary judgment. Id at 272, 561 
P.2d at 1305. Although the amended complaints reflected a new legal theory, this Court 
Reply Brief Amended Pleadings 
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noted that there was no prejudice to the defendants ·since the basic facts giving rise to a 
right of recovery remain unaltered.' Id. 
The time between filing the original complaint and the amended complaint is not 
decisive. See Clarkv. Olsen, 110 Idaho at 324-26, 715 P.2d at 994-96 (where seven years 
separated original and amended complaints and defendants had moved for summary 
judgment, denial of motion to amend without justifying reason was abuse of discretion)." 
Carl H. Christensen Family Trnst v. Christensen, 133 Idaho 866, 993 P.2d 1197 (1999). 
In addition, the United States District Court, D. Idaho, has found: 
"In this Circuit, 'plaintiffs may seek amendment after an adverse ruling, and in the 
normal course district courts should freely grant leave to amend when a viable case may 
be presented.' Lipton v. Pathogenesis Corp., 284 F.3d 1027, 1039 (9
1
h Cir. 2002)." Brown 
v. lv!iller Brewing Co., No. 1: 12-cv-00605-REB (D. Idaho Jan. 17, 2014) 
Further, regarding timing, the Nickersons presented most of their defenses and claims 
contained within their amended pleadings and their allegations of fraud to PHH, Chase, Just Law 
and Clark & Feeney prior to when PHH actually started this action. However, the Nickersons 
were ignored and informed by Just Law that Just Law had no liability and they were going to 
foreclose on the Kickersons no matter what. The Nickersons claims are not new to PHH, Chase 
and Just Law, they just chose to ignore them because they were not being held legally or 
criminally responsible to answer for them. In addition, the Nickersons were of the understanding 
their former counsel assumed all legal and professional responsibility for pleadings, was working 
on amended pleadings, a federal suit and an appeal until August 2013, when they were notified 
by his firm that he had withdrawn from the case. At that time, the Nickersons assumed the 
unsolicited and unwanted burden of this case and were forced to represent themselves. Since 
22 ' then, neither the Court nor PHH has provided the Nickersons with the opportun
ity, leave or time 










2013, at which time the Nickersons were, among other things, informing the Court of their 
intention to amend their plead1ngs, appraise the Court of their extreme handicaps in their 
knowledge and understanding of the true status of the case, and request the Court's assistance in I 
completing their severely incomplete copy of the file. PHH and the Court robbed the Nickersons 
of this opportunity and forced them to defend another summary judgment attempt in which PHH 
provided contradictory statements and affidavits, submitted fraudulent evidence and committed . 
notary fraud. As a part of the Nickersons defense, the Court was made aware of the Nickersons I 
factual allegations of fraud and their intention to amend their pleadings. However, instead of the I 
Court instructing or providing opportunity or leave for the Nickersons to amend their pleadings · 
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to include fraud, the Court inexplicably and unfathomably ignored the fraud and other evidence 
presented. 
"In response to plaintiff's motion for summary judgment, the defendant filed an affidavit 
alleging fraud on the part of the plaintiff The court below concluded that the defendant 
might be able to establish the necessary elements of fraud and therefore ordered that "if 
Defendant files an amended answer properly setting up such defense within ten days, and 
leave is hereby granted therefor, then the motion for summary judgment must 
accordingly be denied." McKee Bros., Ltd v. Mesa Equipment, Inc., 102 Idaho 202,628 
P.2d 1036 (1981). 
Base<l on the above case and the undeniable facts and irrefutable evidence presented and 
entered into the record, the Nickersons contend the Court abused its discretion by not explicitly 
instructing or granting them leave to amend their pleadings prior to filing judgment. The 
Nickersons did not know if they could submit amended pleadings until after the Court made a 
ruling on summary judgment and the Nickersons were shocked when the Court entered a final 
judgment after denying their requests and circumventing their stated intentions to expand the 
factual record of the case and stated he disregarded the evidence, ignored the fraud and 
contradictory statements, and granted a foreclosure judgment to an entity that did not and does 
not even own the debt or mortgage. It is a draconian injustice to disregard evidence, ignore fraud, 
and turn a deaf ear and blind eye to the clearly set forth wrongful, unfounded and criminal 
actions of the Plaintiff, and then, grant judgment in favor of that Plaintiff who has no legal right 
to have even brought a complaint, has suffered no injury, has incessantly lied about all facts of 
the case, and has breached any and all plausible or fraudulently alleged contracts by their 
admitted actions and inactions. Therefore, as stated above, the only morally, ethically and 
lawfully justified actions for the Court to take in this case is to vacate judgment, allow the 
Nickersons meritorious amended pleadings to stand, and dismiss PHH' s fraudulent, wrongful 
and unlawful complaint. 
Finally, the Nickersons contend that in order for justice to be served, their amended 
pleadings must be upheld because I.R.C.P. 15(a) provides that leave to amend shall be freely 
given when justice so requires. 
"I.RC.P. 15(a) provides that leave of the court to amend a pleading 'shall be.freely given 
when justice so requires.' (Our emphasis.)_. _Professors Wright and ~·filler in discussing 
Federal Rule 15 - an identical counterpart to our I.R.C.P. 15 - state that the purpose of 
the rule is two-fold: First, to a11ow the best chance for each claim to be determined on its 
merits rather than on some procedural technicality, and, second, to relegate pleadings to 
the limited role of providing parties vvith notice of the nature of the pleader's claim and 
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the facts that have been called into question. Issue formulation is to be left to the 
discovery process and pleadings are not to be viewed as carrying the burden of fact 
revelation or of controlling the trial phase of the action. C. Wright & A. Miller, Federal 
Practice and Procedure: Civil 2d § l 47 l (1971 ). 
The United States Supreme Court in Foman v. Davis, 371 U.S. 173, 182, 83 S.Ct. 227, 
230, 9 L.Ed.2d 222 (1962), explained the operation of Rule 15(a) as follows: 
"Rule 1 S(a) declares that leave to amend 'shall be freely given where justice so requires', 
this mandate is to be heeded. See generally, 3 Moore, Federal Practice (2nd ed. 1948), 111 
15.08, 15.10. If the underlying facts or circumstances retied upon by a plaintiff may be a 
proper subject of relief, he ought to be afforded an opportunity to test his claim on the 
merits . .In the absence of any apparent or declared reason - such as undue delay, bad faith 
or dilatory motive on the part of the movant, repeated failure to cure deficiencies by 
amendments previously allowed, undue prejudice to the opposing party by virtue of the 
allowance of the amendment, futility of amendment, etc. - the leave sought should, as the 
rules require, 'be freely given.' Of course, the grant or denial of an opportunity to amend 
is within the discretion of the District Court, but outright refusal to grant the leave 
without any justifying reason appearing for the denial is not an exercise of discretion; it is 
merely abuse of that discretion and inconsistent with the .spirit of the Federal Rules.' 
In Smith v. Great Basin Grain Co., 98 Idaho 266, 272073, 561 P.2d 1299, 1305-06 
(1977), this Court expressly adopted Foman's language and, in addition, placed the 
burden of showing why a court should not grant leave to amend a complaint on the 
parties opposed to the amendment. Id. As Foman and Smith declare, a district courts 
refusal to grant leave to amend without any justifying reason is, per se, an abuse of 
discretion." Clark v. Olsen, ] 10 Idaho 323, 715 P.2d 993 (1986). 
There is no dila1ory motive on the part of the Nickersons to amend their _pleadings. For 
opposing counsel to even imply such an assertion is one of the gravest and most blatant proofs of 
their malicious intent to commit fraud on the court and against the Nickersons thus far. They and 
their accomplices are well aware of the Nickersons history, all the bad faith events and criminal 
syndicalism that have led to this point, and the far reaching damages, injuries and losses suffered 
by the Nicker sons as a direct result of PHH and their accomplices cloaks of deception, passive 
and active concealment of evidence, abusive lending, debt col1ection and legal practice actions 
and inactions. Opposing counsels have overstepped any and all reasonable or e:x."traordinary legal 
covering for their actions in their representations of their clients as has been detailed in the 
Nickersons pleadings 1n their entirety and is in the process of being presented further under 
separate cover. With all due respect, to allow PI-lli and their counsel to perpetrate such fraud 
challenges the judicial integrity of this Court, Clearwater County and the State ofldaho. The 
Nickersons and their counsel have relentlessly pled for relief in and out of this Court prior to and 
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1 throughout these proceedings as they have systematically, categorically and helplessly watched 
2 the cankerous assaults and malicious attacks of these men, in what is essentially nothing short of 
3 Podunk thievery that could be quickly thwarted without the indemnity protection and prejudicial 
4 covering of those who are commissioned to ensure fair play, good faith, and equai access to 
s justice; catastrophically rob the Nickersons and their heirs of their accumulated assets and 
6 wealth; malkiously destroy their life and established way oflife; and comprehensively break 
7 down their trust in the Idaho judicial system. The Nickersons only motive, though it need not be 
8 defended as their right to amend is a matter of law, in presenting their meritorious pleadings is 
9 for justice to finally be served upon PHH, Chase and all parties acting with them and on their 
10 behalf_ Allowing the Nickersons amended pleadings to stand will not delay finality in this action. 
11 It will serve to promote a truthful finality to this action and will help avoid the necessity and 
12 certainty of new actions in other courts and jurisdictions. The only prejudice to PHH is the fact 
13 their fraud, concealment of the facts and evidence, criminal actions and malicious behavior will 
14 be exposed sooner; justice will be served upon them and their co-conspirators; they might, as 
15 Attorney General of the United States Eric Holder has. stated, be thrown in jail; and liberty in law 
16 would be secured for the Nickersons and other victims in the State ofldaho. 
lr Therefore, since PHH's only objections to the Nickersons amending their pleadings are 
JS frivolous, arrogantly and fallaciously dilatory and have no merit in law, reason or justice, nor do 
19 they allege any prejudice, and allowing the amended pleadings to stand would be consistent with 
20 the rules and case law and will promote truthful finality and demonstrate judicial impartiality to 
21 this action, the Nickersons motion to amend their pleadings must be granted_ 
22 Since no hearing is set on this issue, the Nickersons reserve the right to amend, 
23 supplement and expand this response as needed according to the timelines set forth in the rules o 
24 civil procedure. 
25 Oral argument requested. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the G 1rt,.. day of Y-~ , 2014, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to the following: 
Kipp Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
381 Shoup Ave. 
PO Box 50271 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
(~)Facsimile 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 

























Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
381 West Main 
Grangeville, ID 83530 
Jon A Stenquist 
},,foffatt Thomas Barrett Rock & Fields 
PO Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Fax (208)522-5111 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority :M:ail 
(~)Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight or Priority Mail 
(•)Facsimile 
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IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNY OF CLEARWATER 
) 






CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA ) 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; ) 
KN OWL TON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS ) 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES ) 




COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a ) 
d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and ) 
JP MORGAN CHASE BANK, N.A., ) 
) 
Third Party Defendants. ) 
Judgment was filed April 4, 2014. 
CASE NO. CV 2011-28 
ORDER DISMISSING MOTIONS 
TO RECONSIDER 
Mr. and Mrs. Nickerson filed a Motion for Justice and a Motion for Relief. Neither 
motion cited a rule under the IRCP which permitted such motions. 
After examining the motions the court treated the motions as motions to reconsider the 
court's prior judgment; the court's denial of the Nickersons' motions to amend their pleadings; 
the court's prior motion granting the plaintiff's motion to strike Nickersons' affidavits in support 
ORDER DISMISSING MOTIONS-1 
of summary judgment; the court's ruling on the prior motion to strike the second affidavit of 
Casperite in support of summary judgment; the court's denial of the Nickersons' motion to 
suppress; and the court's failure to consider the withdrawal ofNickersons' prior counsel. 
The court granted summary judgment based upon the evidence submitted to the court as 
of the oral argument on the plaintiff's second motion for summary judgment. The court entered 
a final judgment in favor of PHH and found that the Nickersons had not paid their loan. 
After that oral argument the Nickersons submitted numerous documents and motions. 
The court has denied all of those prior motions. 
The Nickersons argue that they should be entitled to a trial on the merits of the case, 
however as of the date of the hearing on PHH' s second motion for summary judgment the 
Nickersons has not presented any admissible evidence to create a genuine material issue of fact 
to be tried. 
The Nickersons argue that they should be granted special consideration because they are 
not attorneys. All pro se parties are held to the same standard as attorneys. 
Therefore, for the reasons set forth by the court on the record on June 10, 2014, IT IS 
ORDERED that the defendants' motions for Justice and Relief, which have been treated by the 
court as motions to reconsider are denied and dismissed. 
Ordered this 1.Ji..day of June, 2014. 
ORDER DISMISSING MOTIONS-2 
/'CE?} cl:= 
~ichael J. Griffin z, 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, the undersigned Deputy Clerk of the above entitled Court, do hereby certify that a copy 
of the foregoing was mailed to, faxed to, or delivered by me on the JJ 'l1.J day of 
J°UJ1.f , 20J1_, to: 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Jon A. Stenquist 
Moffatt & Thomas 
P.O. Box 51505 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 NeffRoad 
Orofino, ID 83544 
ORDER DISMISSING MOTIONS-3 
/ U.S. Mail 
v" U.S. Mail 
_l_u.S. Mail 
Carrie rrd 
By: (.l . 
Deputy Clerk 
CHARLES C. JUST, ESQ. - ISB 1779 
KIPP L. MANWARING, ESQ. - ISB 3817 
JUST LAW OFFICE 
3 81 Shoup A venue 
P.O. Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Telephone: (208) 523-9106 
Facsimile: (208) 523-9146 
Attorneys for Plaintiff PHH Mortgage 
and Third-Party Defendant Coldwell Banker Mortgage 
a d/b/a of PHH Mortgage 
c~ ~PK OF DIST ,/CT ro1·.:i, 
CL ,1~ .... _~ J ~Ii. . , - p ~ Q LJ 'J1 , 
7n I~ ' ,. "I ') - ' • I! 11 • C" 5 .• I ' I • ) 
C~SE i,C,. ,,{])-d,QJ.U ~ . 
BY ~ () _,1 ~ .. · . 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N .A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
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Case No. CV-2011-28 
SECOND AFFIDAVIT OF 
COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR COSTS AND 
FEES 
/ 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss 
County of Bonneville ) 
KIPP MANWARING, being first duly sworn under oath, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am the attorney for Plaintiff and have personal knowledge of the facts and 
information contained in this affidavit. 
2. Attached as Exhibit A and incorporated here by reference is a true and accurate 
itemization of all costs and attorney fees incurred by and charged to Plaintiff since April 8, 2014 
concerning the Nickersons' objections, motions and responses filed in this action. 
3. The hourly rate for the attorney fees charged was and is within the middle to 
upper range of hourly rates for attorneys with similar skill, experience, and years of practice in 
the Second Judicial District. 
4. All attorney work performed for Plaintiff was in accordance with a written 
agreement made by Plaintiff to pay for attorney services on an hourly basis and not on a 
contingency fee basis. 
5. The nature of the claims and issues presented required the itemized detail of 
attorney time and work. Due to the nature of the claims and issues, the skill and experience of 
able attorneys practicing in real property law was required. 
6. The amount of attorney time devoted is reasonable in light of the nature of the 
claims and issues and the result obtained for Plaintiff. The hours required in attorney time 
involved in reviewing the numerous motions and objections filed by the Nickersons and 
preparing responses to the same, and appearing at two hearings were necessary and reasonable. 
7. I have reviewed all of the listed events and details on the attached itemization and 
believe the time, work, and charges are correct and that all costs and fees claimed are in 
compliance with Rule 54( d)(l) and Rule 54( e )(3). 
DATED this 1-..S_ day of June 2014. 
~~~ Kipp L. Manwaring 
Attorney for PHH Mortgage 
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this J 8in day of June 2014. 
/~ '¥ Notary Publicforldah 
Residing at: Moore, Idaho 
My commission expires: 09/29/2015 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the d. day of June 2014, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing document was served upon tlie person or persons named below, in the manner 
indicated. 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 NeffRoad 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
Honorable Michael J. Griffin 
Idaho County District Court 
320 W. Main St. 
Grangeville, Id 83530 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[)<I U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other ________ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[X] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
/~~ Le she Northrup 
Paralegal 



















Total no item 
Just Law 
Item Actual Revenue Detail 
April 8 through June 12, 2014 
Memo 
Review Nickerson's response and objection and copy to client. 
Review court's decision on summary judgment and other motions and copy to client. Notify client ... 
Prepare motion , affidavit, and memorandum of fees. 
Review Nickersons' motion to reconsider and copy to client. Review motions and affidavits and co ... 
Review Nickersons' motions. Review rules and prepare outline of response. 
Review court's order dismissing motions and copy to client. Review court's notice of hearing on .. . 
Review notice of hearing. Review Nickersons' motion to disallow costs and copy to client. 
- a·h1el\..dP,,i ; 
Prepare motion. memorandum and affidavits for sYmmai;y judgement 
Review Nickersons' notice of appeal and motion to suppress and copy to client. 
Prepare order continuing hearing. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES I thru 
X, 
Defendant( s). 
CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife, 
Counter-Claimant/Third Party Plaintiff, 
vs. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 
of PHH MORTGAGE; and JP MORGAN 
CHASE BANK, N.A. 
Third Party Defendants. 
Case No. CV-2011-28 
AMENDED JUDGMENT 
In accordance with the Court's Judgment entered April 4, 2014 and its subsequent Order 
Dismissing Motion to Reconsider entered May 6, 2014: 
Amended Judgment - Page 1 
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JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS: 
1. Judgment of foreclosure is entered in favor of Plaintiff and against the Defendants, 
Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, husband and wife, and all interest they may have in the 
real property described below is foreclosed as decreed in this judgment: 
Situate in the County of Clearwater, State ofldaho. 
Township 36 North, Range 2 East, Boise Meridian 
Section 22: SEl/4 NWl/4, SEl/4 SWl/4 NWl/4 
2. For purposes of foreclosure only, monetary judgment is granted in favor of Plaintiff 
and against the Defendants, Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, as follows: 
a. Principal Amount of$261,170.62; 
b. Interest at the rate of 6.28% per annum with accrued interest through 
June 15, 2014 of $86,992.46; 
c. Interest accruing at the post judgment rate of 5 .25% until the Judgment is 
satisfied, at the per diem rate of $22.55. 
d. A total as of April 30, 2014 in the amount of $348,163.08, together with 
post judgment interest until the date of the Sheriff's sale. 
In accordance with the Affidavit of Counsel and Memorandum of Costs and Fees filed 
with the court, Plaintiff is entitled costs in the amount of $5,720.61, and attorney fees in the 
amount of $39,216.00, for a total monetary judgment as of May 1, 2014 in the amount of 
$393,099.69, together with post judgment interest until the date of the Sheriff's sale. 
The monetary judgment shall first be satisfied from the proceeds of the sale of the real 
property described above. 
3. The real property described in above shall be sold at public auction by the Sheriff of 
Clearwater County, Idaho, in the manner prescribed by the law and according to the rules and 
practice of this Court, and the Sheriff, after the time allowed by law for redemption has expired, 
shall execute his deed to the purchaser or purchasers of the real property at said sale, and the 
parties to this action may become purchasers at said sale. 
4. From the proceeds of that sale the Sheriff of Clearwater County shall retain his 
fees and expenses incurred on said sale and shall then pay out the proceeds in accordance with 
the provisions of this judgment. 
Amended Judgment - Page 2 
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5. The Defendants, Charles Nickerson and Donna Nickerson, and their known and 
unknown heirs or devisees, and the unknown owners, claimants, and parties in interest claiming 
all or any part of the real property described above, and each of them, and all persons claiming or 
to claim from and under them or any of them, and the other named Defendants having liens or 
interests junior to the Deed of Trust held by Plaintiff, whether by judgment, decree or otherwise 
upon the subject real property, or any part or parcel thereof, and their heirs, personal 
representatives, and assigns and all persons claiming to have acquired any estate or interest in or 
to said lands or premises, BE AND HEREBY ARE FOREVER BARRED AND FORECLOSED 
of and from all right, title, claim and interest in and to said real property and in and to every part 
or parcel thereof, except for such rights of redemption as they may have to the extent that such 
rights of redemption have not otherwise been duly waived, and that said persons, and each of 
them, be and they hereby are enjoined and restrained from removing or destroying any of the 
buildings, improvements or appurtenances on such subject real property or otherwise damaging 
the lands or premises prior to redemption from such sale. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the purchaser or 
purchasers of the real property at the foreclosure sale be let into immediate possession, and that 
any of the parties to this action who may be in possession of said premises or any part thereof or 
any appurtenant water or similar rights, or any person who, since the commencement of this 
action, has come into possession of the subject property or any portion thereof or any 
appurtenant water or similar rights, shall immediately deliver possession to such purchaser or 
purchasers upon the production of a Sheriff's Certificate of Sale or Deed for such real property 
or any part thereof. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that jurisdiction of this action is hereby expressly reserved 
and retained for the purpose of making such further orders as may be necessary in order to carry 
this Judgment of Foreclosure into effect and to correct any mathematical error, to grant any 
accrued credits, or for the purpose of making such further orders as may be necessary or 
desirable. 
DATED this Jc/1--day of June 2014. 
Amended Judgment - Page 3 
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District Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am a Deputy Clerk in the above entitled Court and that I 
Oi.. 
mailed a true copy of the foregoing documents on the 8 s- day of June 2014, to the following 
of record and/or parties: 
Kipp L. Manwaring 
Just Law Office 
PO Box 50271 
Idaho Falls, Idaho 83405 
Charles and Donna Nickerson 
3165 Neff Road 
Orofino, Idaho 83544 
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[ ] Hand Delivered 
1)q U.S . Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other _______ _ 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
IXI U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Other 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A. , and JOHN DOES 
I thru X, 
Defendants-Appellants. 
V. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, 
A d/b/a of PHH MORTGAGE, and 




) SUPREME COURT NO. 42163 
) 
) 
) CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
















) __________ ) 
I, Barbie Deyo, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Second Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Clearwater, do hereby certify: 
There were no exhibits offered for identification or admitted into evidence during the 
course of this action. 
IN WITNESS WHEREO~ have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
Court at Orofino, Idaho this a day of June, 2014. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS -1 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A . , and JOHN DOES 
I thru X, 
Defendants-Appellants, 
v. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 






















SUPREME COURT NO . 42163 
CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
Third Party Defendants-Respondents ) 
I, Barbie Deyo, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the 
Second Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Clearwater, do hereby certify that the above foregoing 
record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under 
my direction as, and is a true and correct record of the 
pleadings and documents that are automatically required under 
Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate Rules, as well as those requested 
by Counsels . 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the Notice of Appeal was filed in 
the District Court on the 16th day of May , 2014 . 
CARRIE 
By 
CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 




CHARLES NICKERSON and DONNA 
NICKERSON, husband and wife; 
KNOWLTON & MILES, PLLC; WELLS 
FARGO BANK, N.A., and JOHN DOES 
I thru X, 
Defendants-Appellants, 
v. 
COLDWELL BANKER MORTGAGE, a d/b/a 






















Third Party Defendants-Respondents) 
SUPREME COURT NO. 42163 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Barbie Deyo, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the 
Second Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Clearwater, do hereby certify that copies of the 
Clerk's Record were placed in the United States mail and 
addressed to Kip L. Manwaring, Just Law Office, P.O. Box 50271, 
Idaho Falls, ID 83405 and Charles and Donna Nickerson, 3165 Neff 
Road Orofino, ID 83544 this ~ day of June, 2014. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of the said Court 
1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
